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OF 


THOMAS    HARDY/ 

FOR 

HIGH    TREASON. 

SESSION-HOUSE,   OLD  BAILEY. 
Friday  Morning,  October  31, 1794* 

npHE  Court  met  at  nine  o'clock,  purfuant  to  adjournment* 

*""  PRESENT, 

The  Lord  Chief  Justice,  Lord  President, 

The  Lord  Chief  Baron,     J     Mr.  Justice  Buller, 
Mr.  Baron  Hotham,  |     Mr.  Justice  Grose. 

Mr.  Gurnell  called  in, 
Mt.  Bower.  Did  you  find  that  paper  in  Mr*  Hardy's  houfe  I 
(a  paper  Jbewn  bim.) 
A.  Yes. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.} 
a  Friday,  July  12th,  1792*  divifion  No.  8,  forty-feven  members  $» 
No.  47,  Mr.  Rouflel*  No.  4,  Shepherd  Street  New  Bond 
Street/' 
Mr.  Bower.  This  is  to  fhew  your  Lordfhip  that  Roufiel  was  a 
member  of  this  fociety. 
Bernard  Bail%y  Jworn.~Examined  by  Mr.  Attornrx 

General. 
K  Look  at  that  book  ?  (a  book  Jbewn  him.) 
f.  This  is  my  hand-writing. 
•9.  Where  did  you  find  that  ? 
A.  I  found  it  in  Mr.  RouflePs  apartment. 
J?.  Look  at  that  fong  ?  (a  fang  Jbewn  him.) 
A.  I  found  this  in  Mr.  RouSel's  apartment 
K  Where? 

T.  George  Street,  Blackfriars. 
Vol.  ft.  B  Q  Mr. 


t  *  J 

4*.  Mr.  Rouffel  was  prefent  at  that  time  ? 

y£*  Yes, 

(£W  by  the  Cleri  of  the  Court.) 
A  fong,  intitled  tt  The  New  Con/litution — See,  Britons,  fee  that 
rifing  beam,  The  eaftern  flcies  adorning,"  &c. — and  a  book 
intitled  "  Explanation  of  an  Engraving  of  the  manual  Ex- 
ercife,  and  Platoon  firing." 

Crofs -examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 

J0.  Who  was  with  you  ? 

A.  John  Coombes,  an  officer. 
Who  defired  you  to  go  ? 
Mr.  Wickham,  the  magiftrate. 

&.  When? 

a!  It  was  found  on  the  1 9th  of  May* 

Mr.  Gibbs.  Then,  with  fubmiflion  to  your  Lordfhip,  it  is  not 
evidence,  for  it  was  after  Mr.  Hardy  was  taken  up.  I  am  fpeak- 
ing  as  to  the  fong. 

Lord  Prefident.  I  wifh  that  had  been  obferved  before. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  I  wifh  it  had,  my  Lord  i  but  I  did  not  know  it  till 
I  came  to  the  crofs  examination* 

Mr.  Attorney  General  You  found  the  book  at  the  fame  tima 
with  the  fong  r 

A*    x  es. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  fubmit  to  your  Lordfhip  the  book  is 
evidence,  becaufe  it  is  an  explanation  of  the  manual  exerciie 
which  was  ufed  before. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  How  do  I  know  that  this  was  not  written  after- 
wards? 

Lord  Prefident.  I  think,  therefore,  it  ought  not  to  be  admitted, 
unlefs  they  are  prepared  to  {hew  that  the  printing  exifted  before.- 

Mr*  Attorney  General.  The  papers  I  am  now  going  to  produce 
are  two  papers,  one  found  in  the  cuftody  of  Mr.  Martin,  the 
other  found  in  the  cuftody  of  Mr.Thelwall.  They  were  foun<? 
in  their  cuftody,  certainly,  after  the  prifoner  was  apprehended  > 
but  they  bear  oate  April,  1794,  and  feem  to  have  been  prepared, 
for  and  bear  reference  to  the  Chalk  Farm  meeting. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  I  only  wifh  to  hear  your  Lordfhip's  opinion.  If* 
fcems  to  me  there  is  the  fame  ob}e£tion  to  this  as  to  the  other,  un- 
lefs vou  can  prove  that  they  were  in  the  poffeffion  of  the  prifoner, 
or  (ome  of  the  Correfponding  Society,  before  the  prifoner  wa$ 
apprehended. 

Mr.  Attorney  GeneraL  Suppofing  the  obje&ion  to  be  well 
founded,  I  think  I  can  {hew  that  they  exifted  in  the  month  of 
April,  1794. 

John  GKOv,zsjworn.~+Exawnedby  Mr.  Law. 

4>.  Was  you  prefeut  at  the  Globe  Tavern,  Strand,  20th  Ja** 
nuary,  1794 1 

A.  I  was. 

Q  At 


•    t    3    J 

At  a  general  meeting  of  the  Correfpondmg  Society  & 
I  was. 

£>.  Was  you  a  member  of  that  fociety  at  that  time  ? 

Al  No. 

Was  you  admitted  a  member  after  that  ? 
Yes ;  I  became  a  member  very  early  in  the  month  of  Fe*- 
feruary. 

J^.  You  have  obferved  the  proceedings  that  took  place  on  the 
20tn  January,  1794 ;  what  induced  you  to  become  a  member  ? 

A.  I  was  defired  by  a  particular  gentleman  to  attend,  for  the 
purpofe  of  difcovering  what  they  were  about,  whofe  name,  if 
you  wifti,  I  will  tell  you. 

j^.  No,  there  is  no  need  of  mentioning  his  name. — Tell  us 
what  parted  that  day  in  your  prefence. 

A.  There  was  a  very  great  affembly  of  people  there,  and  I 
believe  a  Mr.  Martin  was  called  to  the  chair,  who  read  an  ad- 
drefe ;  I  believe  a  Mr.  Richter  afterwards  read  it  over  again. 
Were  any  toafts  drank  at  that  meeting  ? 
I  don't  recollect  any  particular  toafts,  but  a  great  number 
were  drank ;  and  by  the  paper  that  was  publifhed  I  fhall  be  able 
to  refrefh  my  memory. 

iP.  You  nave  no  paper  that  you  made  remarks  on  at  the  time  ? 

Al  I  have  not 

J^.  Do  you  recollect  any  expreffions  that  were  made  ufe  of; — 
was  there  an  v  converfation  that  you  recoiled  of  any  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  fociety  at  that  time,  and  the  language  r 

A.  Their  language  was  in  general  for  univerfal  fuffrage,  and 
annual  parliaments. 

4>.  Was  it  mentioned  by  any  of  the  members  by  what  means 
that  object  was  to  be  obtained  r 

A.  Not  that  time. 

$.  Did  you  hear  of  it  at  any  fubfequent  time  ? 

A.  I  always  underftood — 

Mr.  Gibbs.  Never  mind  what  you  always  underftood ;  tell  us 
what  was  faid 

Mr.  Law.  What  was  publicly  declared  to  be  their  object  ? 

A.  By  enlightening  the  minds  of  the  lower  order  of  the  peo- 
ple, to  give  them  opportunities  of  inftruction,  that  they  might 
know  what  the  natural  freedom  of  all  mankind  was. 

j^.  Did  they  fay  how  they  were  to  carry  into  effect  that  pur- 
pofe of  enlightening  the  people  ? 

A,  By  the  diftribution  of  certain  papers  calculated  for  their 
underftandings, 

Mr.  Gibbs.  Does  your  Lordfhip  think  that  this  kind  of  evi- 
dence fhould  go  on,  without  naming  the  perfons  ?  Your  Lord- 
fhip fees  it  is  utterly  impoffible  for  us  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
contradicting  this  kind  of  evidence. 
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Lord  Pre/Menu  If  he  knows  the  names  of  the  perfons  who 
ftatedthefe  particulars,  he  ought  to  fay  them:  if  he  does  not 
know,  one  cannot  make  a  man  remember  the  name  of  a  perfon. 
He  {hould  ftate  it  as  being  faid  by  perfons  of  that  fociety. 

Mr.  Lazv.  Do  you  recollect  any  particular  perfons  that  you 
had  thi$  converfation  with  as  to  the  mode  by  which  fuch  object  was 
to  be  obtained  i 

,    A.  I  cannot  recoiled  any  particular  perfons,  but  I  will  venture 
to  fay,  it  was  the  general  voice  publicly  expreffed  in  that  fociety. 

3.  Did  you  hear  any  thing  in  this  fociety  of  arms  ? 

A!  No,  never. 

j5.  Was  you  ever  prefent  at  any  lectures  of  Mr.  Thelwall's  ? 

Ai  Yes,  I  have  been  two  or  three  times. 

&.  What  was  the  fubftance  of  thofe  lectures  ? 

Al  It  is  matter  of  opinion  of  their  general  tendency  :  if  I  may 
be  allowed  to  give  my  opinion  of  them,  I  will. 
What  was  the  general  fubftance  of  them  ? 
A  general  abufe  of  the  adminiftration  altogether. 

jP.  Did  he  fpeak  of  the  branches  of  the  legiflature  ? 

A.  Yes,  in  their  refpective  capacities ;  he  reprefented  them  in* 
rmy  way  that  was  truly  ridiculous. 

$.  In  what  way  did  he  fpeak.  of  his  Majefty  ? 

A.  In  terms  of  contempt. 

Court.  What  were  thofe  terms  of  contempt  I 

A.  I  have  heard  him  make  ufe  of  the  word  Solomon. 

j£.  What  did  he  fay  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  the  other  brand? 
of  the  legiflature  ? 

A.  He  faid  it  was  an  ariftocratic  branch,  that  fwallowed  up 
almoft  every  other  function  of  the  government. 

jP.  Did  he  recommend  any  abolition  in.  theff  parts  ? 

JU  He  recommended  a  new  modelling. 

§.  In  what  manner  did  he  recommend  it  to  be  new  modelled  ? 

A  By  the  general  fenfe  of  the  country. 

&  How  ? 
.  A.  By  annual  parliaments  and  universal  fufFrage,  to  be  col- 
lected by  calling  together  the  whole  body  of  people  in  conven- 
tion. 

£K  Did  you  ever  hear  him  mention  convention  for  tke  purpofc 
of  new  modelling  the  government,  and  producing  annual  parlia- 
ments ? 

A.  Yes,  by  calling  together  the  whole  body  of  the  people. 

jj>.  Did  he  recommend  it  for  the  purpofe  of  new  modelling  the 
parliament  and  univer&l fufFrage? 

A.  Yes. 

Was  you  prefent  at  Chalk  Farm  i 
Yes,  I  was. 

9.  On  what  day  was  you  prefent  there  f 

A.  U  I  recollect  right,  on  the  14th  of  April. 
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A  Was  there  a  large  aflembly  of  perfons  on  that  day? 
^  Yes,  a  very  large  aflembly. 
j?.  Do  you  know  the  perfons  of  any  that  were  prefent  ? 
2*1  do  now  know:  I  was  not  tnen  fufficienrly  acquainted 
with  the  fociety. 

jJJ.  Do  you  know  the  prifoner  at  the  bar — was  he  among  the 
perfons  prefent  i 
A.  Yes,  he  was. 

Who  was  in  the  chair  ? 
A  man  of  the  name  of  Lovett. 
What  pafled  at  that  meeting  i 

A  letter  was  read  from  the  fociety  called  the  Friends  of 
the  People,  which  letter  contained — 

Lord  Prefident.  We  {hall  or  have  heard  the  letter  read. 
Mr.  Law.  Will  you  ftate  what  was  the  conventions  an4 
ftranfa&ions  of  that  meeting,  as  far  as  you  recoiled,  by  perfons 
whom  you  have  fince  known  as  members  of  the  Correfpondinj 
Society.     What  was  propofed  to  be  done  there  ? 
A.  T hey'propofed  obtaining  redrefs. 

J^.  Have  you  no  recollection  of  what  you  heard  read  or  (pokes 
there  ? 

A.  I  have  a  paper  in  my  pocket,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  look 
at  it,  from  which  I  can  tell  you. 

Lord  Prefident.  If  he  can  fpeak  of  any  particulars  of  that  ad- 
drefs,  he  may  be  examined  to  it. 
jP.  Have  you  got  the  addrefs  ? 
A  Yes. 

j?.  Has  it  been  given  in  evidence  ? 
A.  No. 

Were  any  printed  papers  delivered  at  that  time  ? 
Yes. 

§K  Ha.  ve  you  got  any  of  them  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  have, 
j^.  Produce  them.  (He  produces  them.) 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
**  At  a  General  Meeting  of  the  London  Corresponding  Society, 
held  on  the  Green  at  Chalk  Farm,  on  Monday  the  14th  of 
April,  1794,  J.  Lovbtt  in  the  Chair,  The  following  LeU 
ttrs  were  read: 
«  To  the  Chairman  of  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People. 
«  Sir, 
"  At  a  crifis  fo  important  as  the  prefent  there  needs  no  apo* 
logy  on  the  part  of  the  London  Correiponding  Society,  for  ad* 
drefling  itfelf  to  all  other  aflbciated  focietks,  who  have*  in  view 
the  fame  obje&  as  themfetves. 

"  To  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  arguments 
are  not  wanting  to  mew  the  importance  and  abfolute  neceffity  of 
a  full  and  fair  Reprcfentation  of  the  People  of  Great  Britain. 
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They  have  inveftieated  the  fubjeft  for  themfelves  5  they  have  ex- 
pofed  to  the  world  a  feries  of  plain  and  indifputable  fafts,  which 
muft  excite  in  the  mind  of  every  man  well  difpofed  to  his  count 
try,  apprchenfions  of  alarm  for  the  fecurity  of  the  few  remaining 
veftiges  of  liberty,  from  which,  as  Britons,  we  derive  confola- 
tiort, 

tt  Deeply  imprefled  with  confiderations  of  this  nature,  the 
London  Correfponding  Society  earneftly  folicits,  at  this  time,  the 
concurrence  and  afliftance  of  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the 
People,  in  aflembling,  as  fpeedily  as  the  nature  of  the  bufinefs 
will  admit,  a  Convention  of  the  Friends  of  Freedom,  for  the 
purpofe  of  obtaining,  in  a  legal  and  conftitutional  method,  a  full 
and  effectual  reprefentation. 

u  Our  requeft  is  not  made  from  the  impreflions  of  the  mo- 
ment, but  after  the  matured  deliberations  on  the  value  and  im- 
portance of  the  object  for  which  we  are  contending,  and  of  the 
difficulties  we  may  expeA  from  thofe  whofe  prefent  mterefts  ren- 
der them  hoftile  to  the  welfare  of  their  country. 

tt  The  oppofition  of  fuch  perfons  is  no  fmafl  argument  for  the 
goodnefs  of  our  caufe ; '  and  their  late  conduct,  when  compared 
with  their  former  profeffions,  exhibits  a  depravity,  unparalleled, 
we  truft,  on  the  page  of  hiftory. 

tt  Under  the  aufpices  of  apoftate  reformers,  we  have  lately 
beheld  ferious  and  alarming  encroachments  on  the  Liberties  of 
the  People. 

<c  We  have  feen  with  indignation  and  horror  men  legally  and 
ftaceably  aflembled,  difperfed  by  unconstitutional  powers,  and 
their  papers  feized. 

a  We  have  feen  fome  of  our  moft  virtuous  brethren,  whofe 
only  crime  has  been  an  imitation  of  Mr.  Pitt,  and  his  aflb- 
ciates,  fentenced  to  fourteen  years  tranfportation,  without  the 
(auction  of  law  or  even  of  precedent,  of  which  number,  one  was 
held  up  in  the  Britifti  Parliament  as  convifted  and  condemned 
before  he  was  even  put  upon  his  trial. 

"  The  infiduous  attempts  alfo  to  introduce  foreign  troops  into 
this  country,  without  the  confent  of  Parliament,  and  the  in- 
tended bill  to  embody  foreigners  into  his  Majefty's  fervice,  are 
meafures  fufficiently  calculated  to  awaken  our  fears  for  the  ex- 
iftence  even  of  the  name  of  Liberty.  Nor  can  we  overlook  that 
part  of  the  prefent  fyftem  of  corruption,  which  maintains,  out  of 
the  public  plunder,  a  train  of  fpies,  more  dangerous  to  fociety 
than  fo  many  aflaflins,  whofe  avowed  bufinefs  is  to  deftroy  the 
friends  of  the  country,  one  by  one, 

tt  Thefe  are  grievances  which  demand  immediate  redrefs,  and 
when  added  to  thofe  evils  which  are  neceflirily  connected  with 
every  partial  Reprefentation  of  the  People*  call  for  the  ftrenuous 
exertions  of  every  lover  of  his  country, 
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*  But  wc  are  told  that  the  prefent  is  not  the  time  for  Reform* 
arid  that  innovation  may  introduce  difturbance.  Are  rhofe  per- 
fons  to  judge  of  the  proper  time  to  make  a  reform,  who  exift 
only  by  corruption  ?  Are  the  people  of  Britain  to  endure  every 
thing  without  repining,  without  ardently  feeking  a  radical  Reform, 
becaufe  difturbances  may  happen  i  Have  the  enemies  to  reform 
told  us  whence  thefe  difturbances  are  to  originate  ?  Has  a  Angle 
overt  aft  been  committed  by  the  friends  to  freedom  ?'  Have  not 
all  the  riots,  all  the  public  difturbances,  all  the  feditious  aflem- 
blies,  been  excited  by  the  enemies  to  reform  ?  And  do  they 
mean  to  tell  us  that  they  will  ftill  find  other  inftruments  for  their 
wicked  defigns ;  that  they  have  yet  thoje  who  will  aft  over  again 
the  outrages  that  have  been  perpetrated  in  feme  parts  of  Britain^ 
and  attempted  in  others  ? 

tt  If  fuch  is  the  determination  of  thofe  perfons  hoflile  to  a  fair 
reprefentation,  let  them  kok  to  the  tonfequences ;  but  let  them 
recolleft  that  it  has  happened,  and  may  happen  again,  that  thofe 
who  kindled  the  flames  have  perifhed  by  them. 

a  The  friends  to  Reform  are  friends  to  Peace  ;  their  principles 
can  be  promoted  only  by  peaceable  means y  they  know  of  no  other 
method  of  obtaining  the  object  they  defire.  hut  they  will  not 
be  alarmed  by  the  threats  of  venal  afojlates  >  they  will  not  draw 
back  becaufe  they  have  feen  fome  of  their  beft  friends  doomed  to 
exile.  They  will  purfue  the  courfe  in  which  they  began,  and 
fern  neither  to  the  right  nor  to  the  left 

"  Convinced  as  the  London  Correfponding  Society  is,  that  a$. 
there  is  no  power  which  ought,  fo  there  is  no  power  which  can 
finally  withftand  the  juft  and  fteady  demands  of  a  people  refolved 
tp  be  free  ;  they  will  therefore  look  with  confidence  to  the  deter- 
minatioTiy  and  they  hope  to  the  co-operation  of  the  Society  of  the 
Friends  of  the  reople,  in  the  attainment  of  an  objeft  which 
involves  the  deareft  interefts  of  fociety* 

"  Convinced  alio  that  their  intentions  are  of  the  pureft  kind, 
they  will  never  ftoop  to  anfwer  the  calumnies  of  their  enemies; 
but  will  at  all  times,  and  in  all  circumftances,  endeavour,  by 
firmnefs  and  perfeverance,  to  deferve  the  countenance  and  appro- 
bation of  the  beft  friends  of  their  country,  the  friends  of  a  fair 
Reprefentation  of  the  People  of  Great  Britain. 

tt  I  am,  Sir, 
"  For  the  London  Correfponding  Society, 
Ap"j4>  1794.  «  Thomas  Hardy,  Sec." 

u  Committee  Rooms,   Frith  Street,   April  ix,  1794. 
"  Sir, 

"  You/  letter  of  the  4th  inftant,  addreffed  to  Mr.  Sheridan, 
Chairman  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  was  laid  before  that  So- 
ciety at  their  meeting  on  Saturday  laft ;  and  they  inftructed  their- 
Committee  to  thank  the  London  Correfponding  Society  for  theii; 
^Miununication,  and  to  cxprefs  the  alarm  they  feel  in  common 
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wtth  every  friend  of  liberty,  at  the  late  extraordinary  proceedings 
©f  Government,  fo  ably  detailed,  and  fo  iuftly  reprobated  by 
your  fociety.  They  aflure  you,  that  all  the  friends  of  reform 
may  i look  with  confidence  to  the  determination  and  co-opera- 
tion'  of  this  fociety  in  every  peaceable  and  conftitutional  mea- 
fiire,  which  (hall  appear  to  them  calculated  to  promote  the  obje& 
of  their  inftitution ;  but  they  do  not  think  that  which  is  recom- 
mended in  your  letter  is  likely  to  ferve  its  profeffed  purpofe. 
They  fear  it  will  furnifh  the  enemies  of  reform  with  {he  means 
of  calumniating  its  advocates,  and  fo  far  from  forwarding  the 
caufe,  will  deter  many  from  countenancing  that  which  they  ap- 
prove. For  thefe  realbns,  the  Friends  of  the  People  muft  de- 
cline to  fend  delegates  to  the  Convention "propofed  by  the  Lon- 
don Corresponding  Society: — At  the  fame  time,  they  renew 
their  aflurances  of  goodwill,  and  defire  of  preferring  a  proper 
underftanding  and  cordiality  among  all  the  Friends  of  Pariia*- 
mentary  Reform*  notwithftanding  any  difference  of  opinion  that; 
may  occur  as  to  the  beft  method  of  accomplifhing  it. 

a  In  the  name,  and  by  order  of  the  Committee, 

(Signed)  «  W.  Br  h  to  it,  Chairman. 

«  75?  Mr.  T.  Hardy,  Secretary  to  the 
London  Corn/ponding  Society." 

Jury.  Whfct  date  is  that  letter  I 

A.  April  nr  r-794. 

Mr.  Law.  Was  that  letter  read :  the  anfwer  of  the  Friends  of 
the  People  i 

A.  Yes. 

§K  How  was  it  received  ? 

A.  With  univerfal  ftlencefc  I  do  not  recoiled  any  approbation 
of  it. 

■  j9.  Do  you  recoiled  any  marks  to  the  contrary  ? 

A.  Yes  j  there  were  fome  fell  a  hiffing. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 

«  Thefillwoing  Resolutions  were  then  paffed  unanimoufly : 
u  Kefolved  unanimoufly, 

a  I.  That  this  Society  have  beheld,  with  rifing  indignation, 
proportioned  to  the  enormity  of  the  evil,  the  late  rapid  advances 
of  defpotifm  in  Britain ;  the  invafion  of  public  fecurity ;  the 
Contempt  of  popular  opinion ;  and  the  violation  of  all  thole  pro-* 
virions  of  the  Conftitution  intended  to-  proted  the  people  againfl 
the  encroachments  of  power  and  prerogative. 

«  IL  That  our  abhorrence  and  deteftation  have  been  particu- 
larly called  forth  by  the  late  arbitrary  and  flagitious  proceedings 
pf  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  in  Scotland,  where  all  the  do6krines 
and  pradices  of  the  Star  Chamber^  in  the  times  of  Charles  the 
Firft,  have  been  revived  and  aggravated  \  and  where  fentences 
feav?  been  pronounced  in  open  violation  of  ail  law  and  juftice, 
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tyhich  mud  (rrike  deep  into  the  heart  of  every  irian  the  melan- 
choly conviftion  that  Britons  are  no  longer  free. 

tt  III.  That  the  whole  proceedings  of  the  late  Britifh  Con* 
Vention  of  the  People  at  Edinburgh,  are  fuch  as  claim  our  appro- 
bation and  applaufe. 

u  IV.  That  the  conduNft  of  Citizens  Margarot  and  Gerald  irt 
particular,  by  its  ftriA  conformity  With  our  wifhes  and  \n- 
ftruftions,  and  the  ability,  firmnete,  and  difinterefted  patriotifin 
which  it  fo  eminently  difplayed,  has  infpired  an  enthufiafm  of 
fceal  and  attachment  which  no  time  can  obliterate,  and  no  per- 
fection remove ;  and  that  we  will  preferve  their  narries  engraven 
on  our  hearts  till  we  have  an  opportunity  to  redrefe  their  wrong* 

u  V.  That  any  attempt  to  violate  thofe  yet  remaining  laws* 
Which  were  intended  for  the  fccurity  of  £ngli(bmen  again  ft  the 
tyranny  of  Cotfrts  and  Minifters,  and  the  Corruption  of  depen- 
dent Judges,  by  vetting  in  fuch  Judges  a  legiflative  or  arbitrary 
power  (fuch  as  has  lately  been  exercifed  by  the  Coiirt  of  Judiciary 
in  Scotland)  ought  to  be  confidered  as  diflolving  entirely  the  focial 
compact  between  the  Englifh  nation  and  their  governors ;  and 
drivtng  them  to  an  immediate  appeal  to  that  incontrovertible 
hiaxim  of  eternal  juftice,  that  the  fafety  of  the  people  is  the  Su- 
preme, and  in  caps  of  necejfityy  the  only  law. 

u  VI.  That  the  arming  and  difciplini ng  in  this  country,  either 
with  or  without  the  confent  of  Parliament,  any  bands  of  emigrants 
and  foreigners^  driven  from  their  own  country  for  their  known 
attachment  to  an  infamous  despotism,  is  an  outrageous  at- 
tempt to  overawe  and  intimidate  the  free  fpirit  of  Britons ;  to 
fubjugate  them  to  an  army  of  mercenary  cut-throats,  whofe  views 
and  interefts  mult  of  neceffity  be  in  direct  oppofkion  to  thofe  of  ■ 
the  nation,  and  that  no  pretence  whatever  ought  to  induce  the 
people  to  fubmit  to  fo  unconjlitutional  a  meafure. 

a  VII."  That  the  unconstitutional  projeA  of  raifing  money 
and  troops  by  forced  benevolences  (and  no  benevolences  collected 
upon  requifitioirrrom  die  King  or  his  Minifters  can  ever  in  reality 
be  voluntary)  and  the  equally  unjuftifiable  meafure  of  arming  one 
part  of  the  people  againft  the  other,  brought  Charles  the  firft  to 
the  block,  and  drove  James  the  fecond  and  his  pofterity  from  the 
throne;  and  that  confequently  minifters  in  advifing  fuch meafures, 
ought  to  confider  whether  they  are  not  guilty  of  high  treafon. 

tt  VIIL  That  this  ibciety  have  beheld  with  conhderable  plea- 
fure  the  conliftent  refpecl  which  the  Houfe  of  Lords  difplayed  for 
their  own  Gonftitutional  Rules  and  Orders,  on  the  fourth  of  the 
prefent  month,  upon  the  motion  of  Earl  Stanhope,  concerning  the 
interference  of  minifters  in  the  internal  government  of  France  \ 
and  that  it  is  the  firm  conviction  of  this  fociety,  that  this  circum- 
ftance  when  properly  detailed,  will  have  a  confiderable  effect  in 
convincing  the  country  at  large,  of  the  true  dignity  and  utility  of 
tjiat  branch  of  his  majesty's  parliament«- 

Voju  II,  «  «  IX.  That 
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*c  IX.  That  the  thanks  of  this  meeting  be  given  to  Earl  Stan- 
hope, for  his  manly  and  patriotic  conduit  during  the  prefent  feifion 
of  Parliament;  a  conduct  which  (unfupported  as  it  has  been  in 
the  fenate,  of  which  he  is  fo  truly  honourable  a  member)  has, 
together  with  the  timely  interference  of  certain  fpiritedand  patri- 
otic afibciatiorts,  been  neverthelefs  already  productive  of  the  fa- 
lutary  efteel:  of  chafing  the  Heifian  and  Ftanoverian  Mercenaries 
from'  our  coafts ;  who,  but  for  thofe  exertions,  might  have  been 
marched  perhaps,  ere  this,  into  the  very  heart  of  the  country,  to- 
gether with  others  of  their  countrymen,  to  have  peopled  the  Bar- 
racks, which  every  where  infult  the  eyes  of  Britons. 

"  X.  That  it  is  the  firm  conviction  of  this  fociety,  that  a 
fteady  perfrverance  in  the  fame  bold  and  energetic  fentirnents 
which  have  Utely  been  avowed  by  the  friends  of  freedom  cannot 
fail  of  crowning  with  ultimate  triumph,  the  virtuous  caufe  in  which 
we  are  engaged,  fince  whatever  may  be  the  interefted  opinion  of 
hereditary  fenators,  or  packed  majorities  of  pretended  reprefenta- 
tives ;  truth  and  liberty  in  an  age  (b  enlightened  as  the  prefent, 
muft  be  invincible  and  omnipotent." 
**  This  fociety  having  addrejjed  M.  Margarot,  their  delegate^  an 

address  to  Joseph  Gerald  wat  read  as  follows,  and 

carried  unanimoufty* 
tt  To  Joseph  Gerald,  a  prifmer  fntenced  hy  the  High  Court 

of  yyftieiary  of  Scotland,   to  transportation  beyond  the  feas 

for  FOURTEEN  YEARS  ! 

ct  We  behold  in  you,  our  beloved  and  refpected  friend  and 
fellow-citizen,  a  martyr  to  the  glorious  caufe  of  equal  reprefenta- 
tion ;  and  we  cannot  permit  you  to  leave  this  degraded  country 
without  exprefline;  the  infinite  obligations  the  people  at  large, 
and  we  in  particular,  owe  to  you  for  your  very  fpirited  exertions 
in  that  caufe  upon  every  occafion  i  but  upon  none  more  confpi- 
cuoufly  than  during  the  fitting  of  the  British  Convention 
of  the  people  at  Edinburgh, ,  and  the  confequent  proceeding 
(we  will  not  call  it  trial)  at  the  bar  of  the  Court  of  Jufticiary* 

"  We  know  not  which  molt  deferves  our  admiration,  the 
fp  lend  id  talents  with  which  you  are  £>  eminently  diftinguifiied  j, 
the  exalted  virtues  by  which  they  have  been  directed ;  the  perse- 
verance and  undaunted  firmnefs  which  you  (p  nobly  difplayed  in 
refitting  the  wrongs  of  your  infulted  and  oppreffed  country ;  or 
your  prefent  manly  and  philofophical  fuffering  under  an  arbitrary, 
and  till  of  late  unprecedented  fentence :  a  (entence,  one  of  the 
mod  vindictive  and  cruel  that  has  been  pronounced  fince  the  day* 
of  that  moft  infamous  and  ever-to-be-detejled  Court  of  Star- 
Chamber,  the  enormous  tyranny  of  which  -coft  the  firft  Charles 
his  head. 

"  To  you  and  to  your  aflbciates  we  feel  ourfelves  moft  deeply 
indebted.  For  us  it  is  that  you  are  fuffering  the  fentence  of 
tranfportation  with  felon*,  the  vileft  outcalte  of  fociety  I    For 
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tts  it  is  that  you  are  doomed  to  the  inhospitable  fliores  of  New 
Holland  j  where,  however,  we  doubt  not  you  will  experience 
considerable  alleviation  by  the  remembrance  of  that  virtuous 
conduct  for  which  it  is  impofed  on  you,  and  by  the  fincere  regard 
and  efteem  of  your  Fellow  Citizens. 

a  The  equal  laws  of  this  country  have,  for  ages  paft,  been 
the  boaft  of  its  inhabitants :  but  whither  are  they  now  fled  ?  \Ve 
are  animated  by  the  fame  fentiments,  are  daily  repeating  the  fame 
words,  and  committing  the  fame  actions  for  which  you  are  thus 
infamoufly  fentenced;  and  we  will  repeat  and  commit  them  until 
we  have  obtained  redrefs >  yet  we  are  unpunifhed !  Either  there- 
fore the  law  is  unjuft  towards  you  in  inflifting  pumjhment  on  the 
exertions  of  Virtue  and  Talents^  or  it  ought  not  to  deprive  us  of 
our  Jbare  in  the  Glory  of  the  Martyrdom. 

a  We  again,  therefore,  pledge  ourfelves  to  you  and  to  our 
country,  never  to  ceafe  demanding  our  Rights  from  thofe  who 
have  ufurped  them,  until  having  obtained  an  equal  reprefentation 
of  the  People,  we  fhall  be  enabled  to  hail  you  once  more  with 
triumph  to  your  native  country.-~We  wifii  you  health  and  hap* 
pinefs ;  ana  be  aflured  we  never,  never  (hall  forget  your  namey 
your  virtues^  nor  your  Great  Example. 

tt  The  London  Corresponding  Society. 

cc  John  Lovett,  Chairman. 
*  Thomas  Hardy,  Secretary, 
*  The  14th  of  April,  1794." 

u  It  was  alfo  unanimoujly  refolvedj 

a  That  the  Committee  of  Correfpondence  be  directed  to 
convey  the  approbation  of  this  Society — I.  To  Archibald 
Hamilton  Rowan,  prifoncr  in  the  Newgate  of  the  city  of  Dublin, 
for  his  unfhaken  attachment  to  the  people,  and  for  his  fpirited 
aflertion  of  their  rights. 

"  II.  To  John  Philpot  Curran,  for  his  admirable  and  energetic 
defence  of  A.  H.  Rowan,  and  the  principles  of  Liberty,  as  well 
as  for  his  patriotic  conduit  in  Parliament. 

a  III.  To  the  Society  of  United  Irifhmcn  in  Dublin,  and  to 
exhort  them  to  perfevere  in  their  exeitions,  to  obtain  juftice  for 
the  people  of  Ireland. 

tt  IV.  To  Skirving,  Palmer,  and  Muir,  fufferins;  the  fame 
iniquitous  (cntences,  and  in  the  fame  caufe  with  our  delegates.  . 

a  V.  To  John  Clark,  and  Alexander  Reid,  for -their  h 
readily  and  difintereftedly  giving  bail  tor  our  delegate?,  infti gated 
thereto  folely  by  their  attachment  to  liberty,  uninfluenced  by  any 
pcrfonal  conluleratipn. 

u  VI.  To  Adam  Gillies^  Malcolm  Laing,  and  James  Gib- 
fon,  for  their  able  alliftance  given  to  Jofeph  Gerald,  at  the  bar 
of  the  High  Court  of  Judiciary  at  Edinburgh. 

*  VII-  To  felicitate  Mr.  Thomas  Walker,  of  Manchefter, 
and  the  people  at  large  on  the  event  of  his,  as  well  ?s  feveral 

C  2  other 
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other  late  trials,  and  on  the  developemcnt  of  the  infamy  of  a; 
f/ftem  of  fpies  and  informers. 

«  VIII.    To  Sir  Jofeph  Mawbey,  for  his  manly  conduct  at 
the  late  furreptitious  meeting  held  at  Epfom  in  Surrey, 
u  It  was  alfo  unanimously  refolved, 
<l  That  two  hundred  thousand  copies  of  the  proceedings  and 
refolutions  of  this  Meeting  be  printed  and  publilhed. 

44  J.  Lovett,  Chairman,. 
44  T,  Ha^dy,  Secretary. 
«  Refolved, 
44  That  the  thanks  of  this  Meeting  be  given  to  the  Chairman, 
for  his  manly  ar*d  impartial  conduct  this  day* 

44  T,  Hardy,  Secretary." 
Mr.  L(nv.   Pray,  Sir,  with  whom  did  you  go  to  this  meeting  f 
A.   I  went  a  good  part  of  the  way  from  Store  Street,  Totten- 
ham Court  Road,  with  Mr.  Thelwall. 

jp.  How  did  you  know  \t  was  to  be  held  at  Chalk  Farm  ? 
yf!  I  really  believed,  when  I  fet  out,  that  it  was  to  be  held  in 
Store  Street, 

J^j  Was  the  change  of  pjace  intimated  tp  you  by  any  particular 
perfon  ? 

A.  Not  till  after  J  was  at  Store  Street 

Who  told  you  it  was  to  be  at  Chalk  Farm  ? 
Mr.  Thelwall. 

j^J.  Did  he  tell  you  why  it  had  been  given  out  to  be  held  a& 
Store  Street  ? 

A,  If  I  recolhcl  right,  he  tol4  me  the  reafon  of  it  being  given 
put  to  be  held  at  Store  Street  was  an  apprehenfion  of  the  magj- 
flrates  interfering  to  put  an  end  to  the  meeting. 

j^.  Do  you  know  if  there  was  any  printed  or  written  notice 
left  at  Store  Street,  to  inform  people  where  the  meeting  was  (o 
be  held  ? 

m 

A.  Yes ;  there  was  a  written  notice  ftuckon  the  door. 

9.  You  went  with  Mr,  Thelwajl  ? 

A-  Yes, 

Who  propofed  Mr.  Lovett  being  put  in  the  chair. 
I  cannot  fay. 

Q  Who  were  the  principal  perfons  who  fpoke  and  ac^ed  In 
that  meeting  ? 

A.  Mr.  Lovett,  Mr,  Richter,  Mr.  Thelwall,  Mr.  Hodgfon, 

jg.  Did  Mr.  Thelwall  make  a  fpcech  af  that  meeting  ? 

A  Two  or  three. 

jj>.  Do  you  recollect  any  thing  particular  in  any  of  thofe 
fpeeches  respecting  fpies  and  informers  being  there  ? 

A.  Yes ;  Mr.  Thelwall  was  for  admitting  all  fpies  and  in-» 
formers  there,  becaufe  the  number  of  the  members  of  the  Lon- 
don Correfponding  Society  could  be  no  agreeable  news  to  the 
jniniftry. 

4>.  Who 
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Who  read  the  refolutions  ? 
I  think,  Mr.  Richter. 

<&Do  you  remember  any  obje&ions  being  made  to  the  words 
a  AJJritifn  Senate"  in  one  of  thofe  refolutions  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  there  was. 

fiy  whom  was  that  obje&ion  made  ? 
I  cannot  tell.  - 

4>.  Do  you  recolject  Thelwall  faying  any  thing  on  that  fub- 
jeft?       . 

A.  As  far  as  belief  goes* 

jj.  After  that  meeting  was  over,  where  did  you  adjourn  to, 
where  did  you  fpend  your  evening  ? — but '  before  we  come  to 
that,  do  you  recofie&  any  thing  particular  Mr.  Hardy  faid  or  did  at 
that  meeting  ? 

A.  I  only  recoiled  Mr.  Hardy's  fpeaking  three  words.  Mr- 
Richter  was  reading,  and  in  the  mid  ft  of  his  reading;  he  ftopt 
fliort  to  make  fome  obfervations  of  his  own ;  Mr,  Hardy,  who 
flood  below,  looked  up  to  him  and  faid,  "Read,  Sir,  without 
comment :"  and  that  is  the  whole  that  I  recoiled  of  Mr,  Hardy's 
faying  any  thing  at  all. 

f  Which  of  thofe  papers  was  Mr.  Richter  reading  ? 
It  was  the  paper  that  has  juft  been  read,  the  addrefs  of  the 
^London  Correfponding  Society, 

Lord  PrefidenU  Do  you  mean  the  general  addrefs,  or  the  ad- 
drefs to  Mr,  Gerald  ? 

A  No,  I  mean  the  general  addrefs. 

.^.  Do  you  remember  any  mention  of  a  future  meeting  to  be 
held  of  the  fociety  ? 

A.  There  was  a  talk  of  a  meeting  to  be  called  again  foon. 

&*  Do  you  recoiled  who  mentioned  that  ? 

A  No. 

<$>.  After  the  buflnefs  of  the  day  was  over,  where  did  you  ad- 
journ to  fup  that  evening  ? 

4-  I  went  in  the  evening  to  the  divifion  room  in  Compton 
Street. 

Were  fuppers  had  at  other  divifions  that  evening  ? 
I  know  nothing  of  that 

J^.  Who  was  the  chairman  at  that  fupper  ? 

A*  Mrf  Thelwall, 

J§>.  Do  you  remember  any  remarkable  language  ufed  by  Mr. 
Thelwall  at  that  fupper,  or  in  the  courfe  of  that  evening  ? 

A.  I  heard  fomething  that  very  much  aftonifhed  me. 

£jK  What  was  it? 

A.  Thelwall  faid,  taking  up  a  pot  of  porter  in  his  hand,  which 
had  been  delivered  in  by  tome  waiter  or  fomebody,  and  blowing 
off  the  head^pf  the  porter,  he  faid,  tt  This  is  the  way  I  would 
jfiave  all  kix^s  ferved  j"  or,  w  This  is  the  way  I  would  ferve  all 

kings:" 
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kings:99  one  or  other  I  am  accurate  in,  but  which  of  the  two  ft 
was  I  cannot  fay. 

Q  Bat  one  of  the  two  expreffions  you  are  fure  he  made  ufe 

A*  Yes. 

4J.  Were  any  particular  toafts  given  by  Mr.  Thefwnll  ? 

A.  Yes — u  The  lamp-iron  at  the  end  of  Parliament  Street." 

JR.  Did  he  add  anything  more— did  he  call  upon  any  body 
elfe  for  another  toaft  r 

A.  Yes,  he  called  for  fomebody  to  cover  it;  fomebodyat  the 
further  end  of  the  room,  whom  I  knew  not,  cried  out,  u  The 
Treafury  bench." 

jP.  W  ere  thofe  toafts,  by  the  members  pfefent,  drank  then  ? 

A»   x  es. 

i^.  And  thev  were  members  of  the  Correfponding  Society. 

A.  I  fliould  oclieve  no  vifitors  were  admitted  that  night. 

3.  Do  you  know  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  Green  ? 

A.  Yes. 

4£.  Was  he  a  member  at  that  time  of  the  Correfponding  So- 
ciety? 

A»  Yes. 

$$.  Will  you  tell  me  what  yoa  heard  him  fay  any  where  re- 
fpe&ing  the  objeft  of  their  general  plan ;  what  was  the  end  they 
wiflxed  to  obtain  ? 

A.  He  once  faid  to  mc,  annual  parliaments  and  univerfal 
Suffrage  were  only  to  be  confidered  as  ladders  to  attain  the  efid. 

J^.  Was  he  a  member  of  the  feme  divifion  with  yourfclf  ? 

A-  He  was. 

4>.  Where  was  this  faid  ? 

.4.  It  was  in  the  coffee-room  before  you  go  into  the  divifion- 
room.     I  am  not  fpeaking  of  that  fame  evening. 
~\  Where  was  this  ? 
K  No.  3,  Compton  Street,  Soho. 

J§>:  Do  you  recoiled  his  laying  any  thing  about  parliament — 
the  ufe  it  was  of? 

A.  Yes. 

Lord  Prefidtnt.  Was  any  body  prefent,  or  was  it  only  a  con- 
verfation  between  you  two  r 

A*  Between  us  two*  there  were  feveral  other  people  in  the 
coffee-room. 

Mr.  Iamd.  Were  they  near  enough  to  hear  you  ? 

A.  No,  I  don't  think  they  were. 

JP.  Did  Green  (hew  you  a  knife  at  anytime,  of  any  particular 
fcrtr 

A.  At  the  meeting  at  Chalk  Farm  there  was  a  kind  of  ftied, 
under  which  We  were  all  fitting  previous  to  the  commencement 
of  the  buiinefs $  there  were  about  half  a  dozen  or  ten  in  the  fame 

box, 
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fcox,  and  I  was  furprized  by  five  or  *  fix  of  them  pulling  out  a 
little  inftrument  exactly  correfponding  with  each  other, 

JLord  Prefident.  What  fort  of  an  inftrument? 

A.  A  thing  called  a  couteau  fecrfty  a  French  knife. 

Mr.  Law.  Defer ibe  the  form  of  them — have  you  got  one  of 
them  ? 

A*  No,  I  have  not. 

j?.  You  have  feen  French  knives  ? 

A.  Yea;  there  is  a  fpring,  by  means  of  which  it  ftaods  fixed, 
when  open,  like  a  common  cafe  knife ;  and  when  the  blade  is 
put  back,  unlcfs  you  put  out  that  fpring  you  cannot  (hut  it ;  and 
unkfs  the  fpring  Breaks,  a  perfon  cannot  cut  himfclf  by  it  flying 
back. 

J9.  Do  you  recollect  any  of  the  perfonc  who  had  them  ? 

A  I  ob/erved  five  or  fix  with  thefc  knives.  One  of  them  was 
Mr.  Pearce. 

j£.  Did  Green  fliew  you  a  knife  of  the  fame  conftrultion  ? 

A.  It  was  in  confequence  of  converfation  I  learned  where  they 
were  to  be  had.  When  I  few  thefe  knives,  and  fire  or  fix  witn 
them,  an  obfervation  was  made  that  they  were  bread  and  djeefe 
knives,  and  upon  that  obfervation  there  was  a  fmile  went  round. 
I  looked  upon  it  as  harntfefs  innocence. 

9.  Did  you  learn  from  Mr.  Green  what  number  of  knives  he 
hadfrld? 

A.  I  enquired  where  they  were  to  be  had ;  I  was  informed  I 
might  get  one  at  Mr-  Green's.  There  was  a  man  from  Shef- 
field in  the  box,  whofe  name  I  do  not  recollect. 

Lord  Preftdent*  Did  you  know  where  Mr.  Green  lived  at  that 
time  ? 

d.  Not  at  th^t  time.  I  afked  one  of  the  company  where  he 
lived,  and  he  told  me  he  was  a  perfumer  and  hair-di  cfler  in  Orange 
Street,  Leicefter  Fields. 

Mr.  Law.  Did  you  go  there  ? 

A.  In  the  week  after  I  did. 

SK  Did  you  learn  from  Mr.  Green  what  number  of  knives  he 
hadibld? 

A.  I  think  he  faid  he  had  fold  between  two  and  three  hundred; 
he  told'  me  to  fpeak  very  low,  for  the  parlour  door  was  open  ad- 
joining to  the  (hop,  and  he  fmilcd  and  faid  that  his  wife  was  a 
damned  ariftocrat. 

•Jg.  Did  ,yot»  attend  afterwards  a  meeting  of  your  divifion, 
which  I  think  was  No.  2,  Compton  Street,  upon  the  28th  of 
April  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recoiled  the  day  exactly,  but  I  belhve  I  attended 
regulailv. 

J§K  Do  you  recollect  any  obfervation  made  by  Mr.  Pearce  re- 
flecting thofe  knives  and  the.  ufe  of  thejn,  fund  the  convenjency  of 

thein? 

A.  At 
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A  At  that  time?. 

jp.  At  any  time  ? 

A.  At  the  meeting;  at  Chalk  Farm,  he  faid, a  If  you  ftrike  witftl 
them  they  will  not  fly  back."  The  man  from  Sheffield  found 
fault  very  much  with  the  conftruction  of  thofe  knives. 

$.  What  fault  did  he  find  ? 

A.  He  faid  that  they  were  made  in  a  very  bungling  manner, 
not  ecjual  to  thofe  made  at  Sheffield. 

.2*  Did  he  mention  there  was  a  great  number  of  a  fimil^r  con- 
ftruction made  at  Sheffield  ? 

A.  Yes. 

9.  You  fay  you  do  not  recollect  whether  he  was  prefent  the 
a8th  of  April  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  day  of  the  month. 

j^.  Was  you  prefent  when  any  fublcription  was  made  for  a 
perfon  who  was  then  in  Newgate  ? 

A.  Yes  i  that  was  a  Dr.  Hodgfon. 

9.  Where  was  that  propofed  r 

A.  In  the  divifion. 

9.  Do  you  recollect  when  that  was  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  the  date  of  it. 

j9.  Was  any  thing  collected  at  that  fubfeription  ? 

A.  I  cannot  fay,  but  I  think  to  the  contrary.  I  think  they 
faid  he  hacTbeen  relieved ;  and  I  am  bound  to  (peak  the  truth, 
and  I  am  bound  to  tell  the  whole  truth,  and  therefore  I  will  cer- 
tainly add  this  to  it,  that  the  application  for  relief  was  rejected 
on  account  of  the  violence  of  his  conduct ;  and  I  think  there 
was  another  realbn,  that  he  was  not  confidered  as  a  member  of 
the  London  Correfponding  Society. 

4>.  Was  you  prefent  at  a  dinner  on  the  22d  of  May  at  the 
Crown  and  Anchor  Tavern  of  the  London  Conititutional  So- 
ciety ? 

A*  Yes. 

&K  Before  I  go  to  that,  I  will  juft  afk  you  as  to  an  earlier 
period,  concerning  a  meeting  .on  the  25th  of  February,  1794* 
Do  you  remember  being  prefent  at  a  divifion  meeting  when  any 
addrefs  from  Stockport  was  read  ? 

A.  Yes. 

j?.  Have  you  that  addrefs  about  you  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  have. 

Lord  Prefident.  What  day  in  the  month  of  February  ? 

A.  1  cannot  fay. 

J>.  Can  you  ascertain  at  what  end  of  the  month  ? 
f  I  cannot. 
Mr.  Law.  Where  was  it  read— at  your  tgyn  divifion  t 
A.  Yes. 

Of  what  divifion  was  you  ? 
No.  2. 
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<£.  Look  at  that  paper,  and  fee  whether  that  was  the  paper 
that  was  read  at  the  meeting  of  February  at  your  divifion  ? 

•j£  This  paper,  I  am  very  fure  was  read ;  I  need  not  look  any 
further  to  the  contents,  becaufe  there  are  my  initials  to  it. 

(Rend  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
*  Reprinted  1794,   dated  Stockport,   January  5,  1794* 
w  The  Rights  of  Swine. — An  Addrefs  to  the  Poor, 
« Be  careful  to  withhold 

*  Your  talons  from  the  wretched  and  the  bold ; 

*  Tempt  not  the  brave  and  needy  to  defpair, 

*  For  though  your  violence  ihould  leave  them  bare 

*  Of  gold  ana  filver,  fwords  and  darts  remain, 

*  And  will  revenge  the  wrongs  which  they  fuftain  % 
1  The  plunder'd  ftill  have  arms.     Step.  Juv. 

«  Hard  indeed  muft  be  the  heart  which  is  unafFe&ed  wit^  the 
prefent  diftretfs  experienced  by  the  poor  in  general  in  this  com-* 
mercial  nation.  ThoUfands  of  honefl  and  induflrious  people  jn 
Great  Britain  are  literally  ftarving  for  want  of  bread ;  and  the 
caufe  invariably  afSgned  is  a  fiagnant  commerce.  My  opinion  on 
this  fubjecT:  will  perhaps  appear  to  (brne  a  ftrange  phenomena — it 
is  that  a  flagnant  commerce  is  not  the  real  caufe  of  the  want  of 
the  neceflaries  of  life  among  the  laborious  poor.  And  I  am  con- 
fident, that  while  the  <  earth  yields  her  increafc,'  there  is  a  me* 
Chod  founded  on  Juftice  and  Reafon,  to  prevent  the  poor  from 
wanting  bread,  be  the  ftate  of  trade  whatever  it  may.' 

a  In  the  firit  place,  then,  I  will  afk,  What  are  the  principal 
fources  of  human  fubfiftence  ? — Certainly  corn  and  grafs.  Corn 
is  moulded  into  many  (hapes  for  the  ufe  of  man,  but  chiefly  into 
bread,  which  is  die  ffarfF  of  life ;  and  from  grafs  we  derive  our 
fleft,  milk,  butter,  cheefe,  &c  befides  woof  and  leather,  which 
I  think,  with  the  addition  of  coal,  and  a  few  other  minerals, 
nearly  make  up  the  real  neceflaries  of  life. 

u  1  a(k  again,  then,  who  is  fo  infatuated  to  fay,  that  the  grow- 
ing of  corn  or  grafs  is  dependent  on,  or  connected  with  the  prof- 
perky  or  adveruty  of -trade  ?  Certainly  (thank  heaven!)  they 
are  not  affected  by  the  devouring  fword  or  ruined  commerce  (ex- 
cept at  the  feat  of  war)-  Corn  grows  not  in  the  loom,  nor 
grafs  upon  the  anvil ;  why  is  it  then  that  while  there  is  plenty  of 
bread  the  poor  are  ftarving  ?  Is  there  not  as  much  grain  and  grafs 
in  the  land  as  when  the  trade  flourished  ?  Suppose  trade  were  to 
rife  ioftrnediately  to  an  amazing  degree,  would  it  make  one  grain 
of  corn  or  Made  of  grafs  more.  ?  Certainly  not  Why  then,  I 
aik  again,  aw  the  Poor,  who  are  the  peculiar  care  of  Him  who 
delights  to  do  his  needy  creatures  good,  not  fatisfied  with  the. 
goo*  of  the  land  i 

u  The  following  r eafofts  are  at  kaft  (attsfaclory  to  myfelf:— 

Becaufe,  in  the  time  of  national  prosperity,  houfe  and  land  rent 

(confoqwently  provifions)  are  id  ways  railed  by  the.  wealthy  and 

JfQU  IL  D  volyptuous, 
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voluptuous,  till  they  are  at  laft  at  par  with  high  wages ;  but  when 
War,  or  any  other  caufe,  has  ruined  or  impeded  commerce,  and 
reduced  wages,  rents  -and  provifions  remain  unabated.  The 
poor  callico-weavers,  in  the  vicinity  of  Manchefter,  notorioufly 
llluftrate  this  argument,  as  they  are  now  (they  who  can  get  any) 
working  for  fifty  and  fixty  per  cent  lefs  wages  than  at  mis  time 
two  years  back,  and  the  neceflaries  of  life  are  rather  augmented 
in  their  prices  than  diminished  ! 

u  Hearken,  O  ye  poor  of  the  land  !  While  great  men  have  an 
unbounded  power  to  raife  their  rents  and  your  provifions,  and,  at 
the  fame  time,  an  uncontrouled  power  to  make  War,  and  confe- 
quently  to  dry  up  or  diminifh  the  fources  of  your  income,  your 
fubfiftence  will,  at  the  be  ft  be  precarious,  and  your  very  exiftence 
often  miferable !— The  prefent  want  of  bread  and  butcher's 
meat  amongft  the  poor  is  not  owing  to  the  want  of  grain  or 
grafs  in  the  world,  nor,  I  prefttme  in  this  land,  but  owing  to  the 
price  of  it  being  exceffively  above  the  price  of  labour.  Whent 
therefore,  the  price  of  labour  cannot  be  brought  up  to  the  rate 
of  provifions,  provifions  fhould  be  reduced  to  the  rate  of  labour. 
Till  this  is  practicable,  the  poor  are  miferable ! 

u  During  the  laft  twenty  years,  mechanical  wages  have  been 
varied  according  to  circumftances  feveral  times,  and  not  unufually, 
in  fome  branches,  twenty,  thirty,  forty,  and  even  fifty  per  cent 
—J  mean  on  the  lowering,  as  well  as  the  rifing  fide  of  the  me- 
dium. But,  with  regard  to  land-rent,  its  variations  have  al- 
ways been  progreflive :  and  to  find  a  fingle  inftance  to  the  con- 
trary, would  be  almoft,  if  not  altogether,  impoffible. 

44  It  requires  but  little  fagacity  to  fee,  that  the  Game  Laws, 
Riot  Aft,  laws  againft  vagrants  and  felons,  &c  &c.  are  made 
chiefly  for  the  fecurity  of  the  rich,  againft  the  depredations  of  the 
poor.  But  what  fecurity  have  the  poor  againft  the  oppreffion  and 
extortion  of  the  rich  ?  Certainly  none  at  all.  As  every  comfort 
of  life  is  derived  from  land,  ana  as  the  rich  are  proprietors  there- 
of, it  may  in  fome  fenfe  be  (aid,  that  they  hold  the  iffues  of  life 
and  death ;  and  whilft  they  can,  uninterruptedly,  raife  their  rents 
without  limitation  or  reftraint,  they  have  an  alarming  and  un- 
bounded power  over  not  only  the  happinefs,  but  even  the  lives 
of  the  great  mafs  of  the  people — the  poor. 

"  If,  then,  Statefmen  have  a  right  to  advance  their  lands  in 
times  of  profperity,  the  poor  ought  to  have  a  Parliament  of  their 
own  choofing,  inverted  with  power  to  reduce  them  in  days  of 
adverfityv  Thi?  balance  of  power  between  the  rich  and  the  poor 
would  be  productive  of  a  thoufand  times  more  confolation  to  this 
nation,  than  the  chimerical  nonfenfe  of  court-jugglers,  4  the  ba- 
lance of  power  in  Europe,'  Nor  can  I  imagine  that  any  judi- 
cious perfon  would  calf  fuch  a  power  in  Parliament  unjuft  or 
irrational,  which,   when  exercifed,  could  ruin  none,  but  blefs 

millions !  If  it  wpuld  be  cruel  to  make  a  Statesman  of  twenty 

tbou&nd 
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ttxttlfand  pounds  per  annum,  live  a  year  or  two  upotl  ten  thou- 
land  pounds,  how  much  more  remorfelefs  is  it  to  make  the  Spital- 
fields  and  Norwich  weavers,  as  well  as  (bme  hundred  thoufand* 
more,  live  upon  nothing,  or,  what  is  little  better,  upon  charity!!! 
— Befides,  it  is  a  curious  truth,  that  the  very  fuperfluities  wnich 
ruiri  hundreds  of  the  voluptuous  great,  would  render  happy  the 
innumerable  unhappy  part  of  mankind. 

tt  Great  God !  what  fpedacle  fo  affe&ing  to  a  refle&ing  mind 
as  Great  Britain  in  her  prefent  ftate ! — On  the  one  hand,  we  fee 
the  impudent  Nobles  advertising  their  *  grand  dinners'  in  die 
very  face  of  the  hungry  poor,  whom  they  have  ruined  1!!— on 
the  other  hand,  widows,  orphans,  and  others,  are  weeping,  and 
often  dying,  for  want  of  bread !  What  can  be  more  odious  in 
the  fight  of  Heaven  than  feaft  and  famine  in  the  feme  nation  i 
Yet  this  is  literally  the  cafe  in  this  kingdom  at  this  moment,  and 
not  only  in  the  nation,  but  in  eVery  town,  in  every  ftreet,  yea* 
often  under  the  fame  roof ! 

"  Open  your  eyes,  O  ye  poor  of  the  land !  In  vain  are  your 
hands  and  your  mouths  open !— -Do  you  not  fee  how  you  are  ca- 
joled and  degraded,  by  the  paltry  robfcriptions  made  for  you  at 
different  times  and  in  various  parts  of  the  nation;  which  ferve 
only  to  make  your  flavery  more  fervile  and  bafe,  and  your  mifery 
of  longer  duration  ?  I  revere  generous  fubfcribers  and  collec- 
tors, but  I  fcorn  the  means  t  Ye  poor,  take  a  further  look  into 
your  rights,  and  you  will  fee,  that  upon  the  principles  of  reafon, 
and  juftice,  every  peaceable  and  ufeful  perfon  has  a  right,  yea,  a 
4  divine  right,'  to  be  fatisfied  with  the  good  of  the  land  !  Be- 
fides, is  it  not  mooftroufly  provoking  to  be  robbed  by  wholefale, 
and  relieved  by  retail !  Look  again,  and  you  will  fee  that  public 
colle&ions,  fubfcriptions,  and  charities,  are  nothing  more  than 
the  appendages  of  corruption,  .extortion,  and  oppreffiou !  If  the 
benevolent  Father  of  the  univerfe  did  not  fend  amongft  mankind 
provifions  enough,  and  more  than  enough  and  running  over,  fuch 
is  the  wafte  or  the  great  and  the  gluttonous,  that  many  of  you 
poor  would  get  none  at  all !  Say  not,  therefore,  ye  opprefled, 
4  there  is  a  famine,  or  fcarcity  of  provifions  in  this  land !'  It 
would  be  falfe.  The  land  contains  plenty;  and  if  provifions 
were  (as  they  ought  to  be)  reduced  to  your  wages,  you  would 
enjoy  your  unaueftionable  right,  a  comfortable  fufficiency. 

"  But,  befides  the  deftru&ion  of  your  trade,  and  the  means 
of  fubfiftence,  you  have  the  mortification  to  fee  your  bread  eaten 
by  dragoons  and  hunting  horfcs,  fpaniels,  &c.  and  your  parental, 
affectionate,  loving,  provident,  and  tender  guardians,  can  give 
you  a  good  reafon  why— it  is  their  own. 

44  Hearken  !  O  ye  poor  of  the  land !  Do  you  fret  and  whine  at 
oppreffion  ?—- <  Yes/ — Then  as  ye  doifi>  did  your  fathers  before 
you-^-and  if  you  do  no  more,  your  children  may  whine  after  you  f 
Awake !  Axil? !  arm  yourfelves  with  truth,  juftice,  and  rea- 

D  2  fon— 


(on— lay  fiege  to  corruption ;  and  your  unity  and  invincibility 
fhall  teach  your  oppreftbrs  terrible  things ! — Purge  the  repre- 
sentation of  your  country — claim,  as  your  unalienable  right, 
universal  (uffrage,  and  annual  Parliaments*  And  whenever  you- 
have  die  gratification  to  choofe  a  reprefentative,  let  him  be  from 
Che  lpwer  order  of  men,  and  he  will  know  how  to  fympathize 
with  you,  and  reprefent  yov  in  character. — Then,  and  not  till 
t&en,  (hall  you  experience  universal  peace  and  inceflant  plenty. 

«  A  Friend  to  tb$  Poor." 

Mr*  Law.  Grove,  I  think  you  fay  you  was  prefenc  at  the 
Crown  and  Anchor  Tavern  on-  the  ad  of  May  f 

A.  Yes,  I  was. 

j?.  Was  you  admitted  by  a  ticket  ? 

A.  I  was. 

JP.  Who  furnifhed  you  with  that  ticket  ? 

jC  The  preceding  evening,  between  the  hours  of  nine  and  tm 
o'clock,  Mr.  Hardy  came  to  my  houfe  and  brought  me  a  ticket* 
I  think  there  was  7s.  6tP.  marked  on  it.  I  put  my  hand  in  my 
pocket  to  pay  him  for  it,  and  he  fiud  there  was  nothing  to  pay  for 
tilis  ticket. 

Lord  Prefident.  Where  did  he  bring  it  to  you  ? 

A*  He  came  to  me  in  Crown  Court,  Covent  Garden.  I  im- 
derftood  it  was  a  meeting  of  the  Constitutional  Society,  with  a 
certain  number  of  the  Correfponding  Society,  who  were  invited 
tb  that  dinner,  and  Mr.  Hardy  brought  me  a  ticket. 

Mr.  Lent*.  Did  you  go  there  as  a  member  of  the  London  Cor** 
refponding  Society  ? 

A.  Yes. 

J£*  Do  you  know  how  many  tickets  were  given  out  to  the 
members  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  1 

A\  If  I  may  prcfume  to  guefs— 

j£*  Do  you  know  how  many  members  of  the  London  Cor* 
refponding  Society  were  prefent,  who  were  not  alio  members  of 
Ae  Constitutional  Society  ? 
•   A.  I  think  I  may  fay  twenty* 

j*.  I>o  you  recollect  before  dinner  any  news  coming  of  any 
particular  public  event  ? 

A.  There  was  fome  news  of  fome  pubKe  event. 

J^.  What  was  (aid  upon  that — was  it  good  or  bad  news  to 
this  country  ? 

A*  I  underftood  it  to  be  very  bad  news. 

.Jg.  Now  in  this  Conftitutional  Society,  or  among  the  mem- 
bers of  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  was  there  any  joy, 
or  what,  fliewn  on  the  occanon  ? 

A.  There  feemed  to  be  univerial  {atisfaftion,  and  it  appeared. 
to  be  carried  about  the  room  with  great  eagernefs, 

j^.  Was  there  any  particular  fong  fung,  called  The  Fredf 
Cofmxtution? 

4  Ye$* 
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J.  Ye*j  it  was  delivered  to  me  before  dinner,  in  the  other 
room,  by  a  perfon  who  delivered  them  round  to  all  the  perfone 
fherc,  as  fer  as  they  would  go* 

1%.  Did  you  fee  any  papers  of  any  fort  that  laid  an  the  plates 
in  the  room  ? 

A.  I  recolte&  there  was  one  on  a  plate. 

4>»  Was  it  of  the  fame  fort  that  was  delivered  in  the  other 
room? 

A.  I  cannot  fefr 

5.  Can  you  fay  whether  it  was  the  ftme  fbrt  as  the  long  ? 
A  I  don't  know. 

6.  Who  was  in  the  chair  at  that  dinner  ? 
X  I  understood  Mr*  Home  Tooke. 

Recoiled  yourfelf  ? 

I  believe  it  was  a.  Mr.  Wharton,  and  even  in  that  I  «fan*$ 
know  I  am  corred,  but  I  think  fo. 

\  I  believe  he  is  a  member  of  parliament  ? 
.  I  underfland  fix 
J&  Was  Mr.  Home  Tooke  there  ? 
A.  He  was. 

£.  Do  yoa  know  Ix>&d  Dbrcr  ? 
A  I  do,  by  fight; 

j^.  Will  you  name  any  particular  perfons  you  remember  who 
Vere-prefentf 

A.  Mr.  Horne  Tooke,  Mr.  Wharton*  a  gentleman- who  came 
into  court juft  now  of  the  name  of  Bunnell,  Mr.  Sharp,  whom 
I  have  known  many  yearsy  an  engraver,  and  feveral  members  of 
die  Corresponding  Society* 

A  Do  you  know  Mr.  Froft  I 

A  Yes ;  Mr.  Froft  was  there,  and  fat  dole  to  Mr.  Horne 
Tooke. 

Were  thefe  members  or  viittots  ? 

I  cannot  fay,  becaufe  I  did  not  belong  to  the  Confthutional 
Society. 

Was  Hardy  there  ? 

Yes,  he  was* 
Jft  Do  you  know  if  Mr.  Thelwall  was  there  t 
A  Yes,  he  was  there* 

Mr.Richter? 

Yes,  he  was  there. 

Mr.  Lovett  ? 

Yes,  he  was  there. 
"A  Mr. Moore? 
A  Yes,  he  was  there. 

Mr.  Pearce  ? 

Yes,  he  was  there. 
J^.'  One  Jones? 

A.  Ye?, 
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A.  Yes,  he  was,  and  is  a  member  of  the  London  Correfpdnd* 
Ing  Society. 

j^  What  fongs  were  fung ;  do  you  recoiled  ? — Do  you 
know  a  fong  by  the  name  of  Ca  Ira  ? 

A.  That  was  not  fung,  I  believe ;  but  the  moment  the  com-' 
pany  got  into  the  room,  the  mufic  ftruck  up  Ca  Ira\  and,  I 
think,  it  played  the  whole  dinner,  from  beginning  to  end*  It 
was  encored  teveral  times. 

Do  you  recollect  any  other  mufic  tunes  that  were  played  I 
The  MarfeUois  March* 
Any  other  tune  ? 
The  Carmagnol. 

Q  Did  the  company  feem  pleafed  with  the  mufic— was  there 
any  approbation  (hewn  ? 

A*  I  never  heard  fuch  an  univerfal  din  of  approbation  in  the 
whole  courfe  of  my  life,  for  there  was  nothing  but  a  general 
fcene  of  clapping*  I  believe  moft  people's  hands  fmarted,  and 
their  ears  ached. 

§K  Do  you  recoiled  any  particular  toafts  after  dinner  ? 

A!  I  do  not. 

j|\  Do  you  remember  any  particular  addrefs  that  was  made  to 
the  company  prefent  by  Mr.  Home  Tooke  ? 

A.  I  do. 

J^.  Will  you  (late  as  well  as  you  can  the  fubftance  of  tha£ 
addrefc— the  words,  if  you  can. 

A,  Some  time  after  dinner  Mr.  Home  Tooke  got  up>  and 
filence  was  called,  and  he  prefaced  his  addrefs  by  an  obferva- 
tion,  that  one  in  fifty  in  that  room  might  be  confidered  as  a 
government  fpy,  and  to  them  he  particularly  wifhed  to  addrefs 
nimfelt.  In  confequence  of  that  addrefs,  I  muit  confefs  I  did 
attend  to  what  he  faid.  ll  being  an  addreis  to  fpies  and  itv- 
formers,  I  conceived  it  material 

J|>.  Now  you  may  tell  us  what  he  (aid,  and  fpeak,  according 
to  the  heft  of  your  recollection,  what  Mr.  Home  Tooke  delivered 
in  that  afiembly  ? 

A.  He  begged  the  company  to  take  notice  that  he  was  not  in 
a  date  of  inebriation,  for,  having  fomething  to  fay  to  the  com- 
pany, he  had  taken  care  to  refrain  from  his  glafs ;  and,  lor  fear 
of  being  mifiaken  in  being  taken  to  be  in  a  ftate  of  intoxica- 
tion, he  begged  everybody  prefent  to  take  particular  notice  what 
he  faid.  He  called  the  parliament  a  fcoundrel  fink  of  corrup- 
tion ;  he  called  the  opposition  in  parliament  a  fcoundrel  fink  of 
oppofiiion ;  he  faid  thefe  was  a  junclion  between  thefe  two  fcoun- 
drel parties,  formed  for  the  purpofc  of  deitroying  the  rights  and 
liberties  of  the  country.  He  began  to  (peak  about  the  hereditary 
nobility  of  the  country.  Speaking  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  he 
afked  if  that  (kip-jack  Jenkinfon  could  be  confidered  as  one  of 
the  hereditary  nobility  of  the  country  i  and  I  think,  if  my  me- 
mory 
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mory  is  right,  he  paid  the  fame  compliment  to  the  Houfe  of 
Lords  as  he  did  to  the  other  houfe. 

Lord  Prefidtnu  Don't  talk  about  compliment ;  confine  your* 
felf  to  fa^s  and  expreffions,  which  were  actually  made  ufe  of. 

y£  He  {aid  that  there  was  a  junction  between  the  oppofition  in 
the  Houfe  of  Lords,  the  fame  as  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  He 
faid  the  fame,  or  words  to  that  effect. 

Mr,  Law.  Did  he  fay  any  thing  of  the  King  ? 

A.  He  faid  it  was  in  order  either  to  amufe  or  abufe,  I  don't 
know  the  word,  that  poor  man  the  King. 

J^.  Do  you  exprefs  a  doubt  whether  thefc  words  were  ufed,  or 
was  ft  one  or  the  other  ? 

A.  It  was  one  or  the  other* 

Lord  Preftdent.  What  was  in  order  to  amufe  ? 

A.  The  junction  between  the  two„parties, 

Mr.  Law.  Was  any  thing  further  faid  by  him  ? 

A*  I  do  not  recollect — -Yes,  I  think  he  laid  likewile,  that  the 
junction  of  the  oppofition  in  parliament^  with  the  ariftocratic 
party  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  was  meant  to  abufe  and  de- 
ceive the  people  of  this  country. 

jp.  Did  he  mention  any  thing  further  refpe&ing  the  King  ? 

A*  I  cannot  fay. 

jfj.  Did  he  by  what  was  the  object  of  his  addrefs  or  met- 
furesf 

A.  I  don't  recollect. 

j?.  How  was  this  addrefs  of  hie  received  ? 

A.  With  great  applauie. 

jp.  Had  there  been  any  fong  fung  to  the  tune  of  God  (are  the 

King? 
.  Ai  There  was. 

§{.  Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Horne  Tooke's  faying  any  thing 
refpe&ing  the  fong  that  had  been  fung  to  that  tune? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  what  it  was. 

Lord  Prefidenu  Was  it  the  fong  of  God  fave  the  King  I 

A.  No ;  a  fong  to  the  tune  of  that 

Mr.  Law.  What  was  the  fong  ? 

A  I  don't  know. 

jjj.  Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Tooke's  finging  or  reciting  any 
lines  jof  that  fong  ? 

A.  If  I  am  right,  Mr.  Horne  Tooke  fung^that  fong,  or  he 
fung  an  additional  verfe  which  had  been  forgot. 
What  did  he  fupply  ? 
I  don't  know  the  words.    I  do  not  recollect. 

£K  What  was  the  name  of  the  fong  ? 

X  The  Free  Conftitution.  Mr.  Horne  Tooke  fung  that 
fong. 

jg.  The  fong  of  the  Free  Conftitution  was  delivered  before 

dinner? 

A.  Yes* 
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A.  Yes ;  I  cannot  (ay  whether  the  fong  in  the  plates  waa  the 
lame  or  not. 

^.  Do  you  recolleft  the  firft  line  of  the  fong  that  was  fung 
to  the  tune  of  God  Cave  the  King  ? 

jf-  I  tld  not. 

Grtfs~ex*mnedby  Mr*  Gibbs. 

J^.  Pray,  Mr.  Groves,  what  are  you  ? 

Al  I  have  followed  die  bufinefe  of  conveyancing  two  or  three 
and  twenty  years. 

y.  Then  you  are  a  lawyer  ? 

I  Yes,  tf  you  call  that  a  lawyer. 

^.  Is  conveyancing  the  only  branch  of  bufinefs  that  you  have 
followed  ? 

A.  As  an  attorney  I  never  brought  an  a&*on  or  defended 
an  a&ion  in  my  life. 

S.  Are  you  an  attorney  ? 

-£  No* 

JP.  Are  you  a  folicitor  ? 

A  Not  m  Chancery* 

i^.  I  don't  afk  whether  you  are  a  foKcttor  in  CbanGery,  you 
have  been  long  enougjh  in  the  law  to  know  the  ftneanutg  of  the 
word  folicitor.     Are  you  a  folicitor  ? 

A  Yes. 

J?.  Where  have  you  been  a  folicitor  ? 

Al  Here. 

J^  A  folicitor  in  (be  Old  Bailey,  then  you  never  having  been 
a  folicitor  in  Chancery,  but  an  Old  Bailey  folicitor,  did  not  you 
fcaow  what  a  folicitor  was  ? 

A.  If  I  had  the  leaf):  idea  I  would  have  given  you  a  fair  and 
unequivocal  anfwer,  but  it  did  not  occur  to  me* 

^  It  did  not  occur  to  you  that  you  was  an  Old  Batiey  folici- 
tor 5  it  was  very  natural  you  fhouW  forget  your  prefcfton  in  the 
court  where  you  pra£fcife  r 

A.  I  gave  you  what  I  thought  an  immediate  anfwer.  I  knew 
what  I  was  very  well,  but  I  don't  know  the  real  meaning  of  the 
word  folicitor  as  applied  to  me. 

£>.  You  did  not  know  that  I  meant  to  afk  you  any  thing  but 
*tfhetW  you  was  a  folicitor  in  Chancery. 

A.  No. 

A  When  waa  the  firft  time  you  were  at  any  of  thefe  meetings? 

Al  The  20th  of  Janaary.  ^ 

£$.  How  came  you  to  go  there  ? 
I  was  feat  there  by  a  gentleman. 
By  whom  ? 

l«na&e#,  my  Lord;  fcy  whom  I  was  deftred  to gotothe 
Globe  Tavern,  in  the  Strand.    If  it  is  a  fair  queftion  I  will  an. 

Lord 
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'    Lord  Prsfhbnl.  Thtertr  is  no  iiAptaAtfbn  Irf  anft^etirig  it; 
ybll  may  anfwe*  ft,  If  if  ettpoies  ytw  to  no  penalty  or  diflfc 

tuhft 

A.  No,  my  Lord,  it  does  not;  it  is  only  a  point  of  delidicyi.  . 
I  have  not  the  leaft  obi  eft  ion  on  my  oton  part, 
1  Mr.  Law,  My  !*>&,  I  take  it  that  if /ou  have  chaAnefe  for 
information,  theft  channels  niuft  be  protected; 

Wifntfr.  If  was  a  fcehdeaiatr  high  hi  office  Under  h\$  !*fojel*y> 
and  I  was  defined  by  that  geiit!*^*rf  tfrc^hceSl  his  luriie. 

Lord PrelidenU  Upon  a  general  principle  1  think  it  ffiduhfnot 
be  anfwerefl;  he  Has  feidy  WlSch  is  fufBcieift  for  yo&r  purpofe, 
that  he  came  there  to  collect  all  the  information  he  could,-  and 
difclofe  it. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  I  would  not  prefs  a  queftion  in  the  leaft  farther  than 
your  LordKiip  tHitiksT  ougfit. 

Jf>.  1  hen  you  was  defired  by  a  gentleman  high  in  office  to  g6 
to  this  place — how  arofe  that  conheflidri  vffli  that  gentleman 
high  ill  offee? 

A.  I  have  had  the  honour  of  Being  jfcrfonally'  fci*oW»  to  him 
ten  years. 

j£  I  arte  you,  wftar  fbrt  of  connexion  ybti  hav^e  had  with  him  i 

Lord  Prefident.  That  is  hardly  proper ;  the  hiftory  of  that 
connection  darnior lie  diftrlofed  here*.' 

JVitnefi.  I  would  not  ac?  difficftrturtfefy,  arid  thaf  gttitlertian, 
ratorflnrtf,  wt>uldlndt 

Lotd:  FreJtBhtt.  You  find-  he  wen*  oir  purpofe  to  give  iftfari  . 
matfdn,  that  i*  the.  whofe  of  the  fe<9£     Any  thihg  that  wtftfld  ifli 
vbfre  in  ir  tf  thdirfand  materia!  circumftariees  relative  to  die  ftate 
and  govtnrrimenr  of  the  country-,  would  ndt  be  a  thing  fit  to  be 
difclofed. 

Wittteft.  ft  was  z  gentleman  whdfe  confidence  I  have  had  the 
hotour  of*  paffeflthg  ttefe  tett  yeafc. 

Mr.  Gilii:  And  lie^lertt  yoit  to  the4  Globe Tavfcrhdri  Ae  iotft 

^  Yesr 

^  Yoif  never  was  origimH^  at  any  of  tfte*  meetings  except 
in  the  character  of  a  fpy_? 

vf.r  Fwfcr  not;  if  ytfu4  c*B  it  fa  ■ 

A  IFj5U' dbirt  like  that;'  take  any*  otter  mime  y<*  like,  and 
F  wnrcalf  ydu  by  ymiromt  name; 

Mt.  Eaw.  Reafly;  MV.  Giblte,  diat  is  not  tfcte  way  to- examine 

&'WfCttef& 


EtrtPh/Uihr.  iTierfr  flirould'  be  no  nan*  given  in  the 
ihhtefiohj  he  tf&e*  what  he^wehtfcr,  and  in  iriafcirig  otterva^ 
tforis  iif the'  evidence,"  you  may  give  him  vwhkt  name  y6u  p!eaf& 
It  does  nof  entitle  any  bodtftoftat^name.  Recoiled*,  I  madV 
ft  obfttV^ron'bcfe^WhettMr.  ErfktiiedSd  the  lame  thirig: 

-  -  '  E  Mr.Gttte. 
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•  'Mr.  Gibts.  I  really  did  not  feel  that  I^ras  gping  a*  all  out  of 
the  way,  in  calling  the  witnefs  bv  a  name  Which  he.  certainly 
pofleiTes,  which  I  exprefted,  though  a  name  which  he  does,  .not 
Jike.  .    / 

Lord  Prefident.  Well,  go  on.  , 

•  Mr.  G/Wj.  You  went  then  (not  to  call  you  a  fpy)  .to  thefe 
meetings  always  in  the  chara&er  of  a  perfon  who  had  no  other 
reaibn  for  going  there  than  picking  up  what  information* you 
could,  and  carrying  it  to  that  employer  of  yours  I 
-    A.'  Yes,  certainly, 

JK  There  was  a  great  aflembly  there  I  think  you  faid  ? 
f  There  was. 
9.  There  was  a  confiderable  meeting  ?  ' 

A.  .Yes. 

J^.  And  annual  parliaments  and  univerfal  fuffragc  were  talked 
of? 
.    A.  What  meeting  do  you  fpeak  of? 

i^.  I  mean  that  meeting,  the  firft  you  went  to-— you  fay  there 
.was  a  confiderable  meeting  there?  t  •    t    v  r  i 

A.  Yes,  fo  much  fo  that  the  floor  broke  down.  *' 

There  was  a  deal  of  converfation  there  ?  i 

There  was. 

SP.  Do  you  recollect  any  converfation  that  palled  ? 
Jfl  No,  there  was  univerfal  converfation. 
£K  Going  there  for  the  purpofe  of  collecting  information  againft 
individuals,  you  thought  it  not  material  to  obferve  who  they  were 
that  made  thofe  obfervations ;  a  gentleman  Who  pra&ifes  as  an 
Old  Bailey  folicitor,  did  not  think  it  material  to  obferve  who  it 
Was  between  that  fuch  converfation  raffed,  but  comes  here  with 
it  in  a  lump,  to  give  evidence  againrc  one  of  them. 

Lord Prefidtnt.  Mr.  Gibbs,  lam  forry  to  interrupt  you;  your 
queftions  fhould  not  be  accompanied  with  thofe  fort  of  obferva- 
tions j  they  are  the  proper  fubje&s  of  obfervation  when  the  de- 
fence is  made.  The  bufinefs  of  a  cfofs-exaraination  is  to  a(k  a 
^ritnefs  to  all  forts  of  fads,  and  probe  him  as  clofely  as  you  can  ; 
but  you  ought  not  to  introduce  fuch  a  periphrafie  as  you  hav« 
juft  done. 

Mr.  Er skint.  From  the  univerfal  practice  of  the  firft  criminal 
court  in  this  country,  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  where  I  have 
had  the  honour  to  pra&ife  feventeen  years,  ye  go  as  far  as  this. 
What  I  take  my  learned  friend  to  have  meant  as  a  queftion  to  the 
witnefs  is  this :— -You,  Sir,  as  a  pra&ifer  at  the  Old  Bailey, 
muft  know  the  neceffity>  if  you  go  to  any  place  to  get  evidence, 
that  you  muft  at  leaft  be  aware  of  what  proper  evidence  is ;  how 
did  you  know  againft  whom  you  was  to  give  evidence— how  da 
you  account  for  not  having  done  that  i 

Mr.  Gibbs.  My  end  is  anfwercd  by  defiring  Mr.  Erfkine  to 
come  in.    I  will  purfue  any  plan  your  LordfKip  pleafes,  but  I 

WiflieU 


[   a7   3 

» 

wifhed  to  have  the  teftimony  of  a  gentleman  who  has  pra&ifed 
in  the  firft  court  in  the  kingdom  that  I  was  not  going  irregularly ; 
my  end  is  now  anfwered. 

Mr.  G arrow.  It  certainly  is  not  the  regular  mode  of  examina- 
tion- 
Mr.  Erskine*  We  mult  go  to  fchool  again,  I  fuppofe.  I  have 
now  praftifed  at  the  bar  thefe  feventeen  years,  and  I  appeal  to 
Mr.  Juttice  Buller,  who  is  now  on  the  bench:  I  recoiled  an 
inftance  where  that  learned  Judge  preflded,  when  my  learned 
friend  Mr.  Garrow  firft  came  to  the  place ;  he  put  a  queftion  to  a 
witnefs,  to  which  I  objeded.  It  turned  out  to  Be  in  the  courfe 
of  crols-examination.  I  recolle&ed  myfelf,  and  the  laugh  went 
round  a^ainft  me. 

Mr.  Juftice  Buller.  There  has  bfeen  a  greater  latitude  intro- 
duced, into  crofs-examination  than  is  proper:  it  has  in  fome  de- 
gree been  fan&ioned  by  practice;  you  will  recoiled  the  way  in 
which  my  Lord  Chief  Juftice  put  it  yefterday j  you  may  lead  a 
Witnefs  to  the  fubjed  in  crofs-examination,  out  not  to  go  the 
length  of  putting  words  into  the  witnefs's  mouth,  which  he  is  to- 
utter  back  again. 

Mr.  Erskine.  And  I  immediately  bowed  to  the  admonition  re- 
ceived from  my  Lord  Chief  Juftice. 

Lord  Preftaent.  I  fhould  be  extremely  ferry  if  it  fhould  be 
fuppofed.that  I  meant  to  mike  an  obfervation  that  feemed  to  prefs 
petfonally  upon  either  of  the  Counfel,  particularly  on  the  gentle- 
man who  is  now  crofe-examining  the  witnefs ;  and  more  parti- 
cularly if  I  were  fuppofed  capable  of  doing  it  in  the  abfence  of 
the  otner  CounfeL  1  hope  that  will  never  be  imagined  of  me. 
With  regard  to  the  point,  I  think  it  is  clear  that  the  queftions 
that  are  put,  are  not  to  be  loaded  with  all  the  observations  that 
arifc  upon  all  die  previous  parts  of  the  cafe ;  they  tend  lb  to  dif- 
tradt  the  attention  of  every  body,  they  load  us  in  point  of  time 
fo  much,  and  that  is  not  the  time  for  obfervations  upon  the  cha- 
racter and  lituation  of  the  witnefles,  is  fo  apparent,  that  as  a  rule 
df  evidence  it  ought  never  to  be  done 5  but  it  i3  certainly  true 
that  it  does  Hide  into  examination,  and  is  very  often  not  taken 
notice  of;  and  it  laves  more  time  frequently  to  let  it  pafs  than  to 
take  notice  of  it  But  there  is  a  rule  for  every  thuig,  to  which 
all  thole  fort  of  things  ought  to  be  brought ;  and  my  judgement  is, 
that  after  you  have  got  the  particular  lafts  upon  which  that  fort 
of  obfervation  is  founded,  the  examination  ought  to  proceed  to 
the  other  fads  of  the  cafe ;  and  the  obfervations  on  thofe  former 
fa&s  ought  to  make  a  part  of  the  defence. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  If  that  mode  of  examination  prevails  on  one  fide, 
it  ought  to  prevail  on  the  other. 

Lord.  Prefident.  I  will  never  fuffer  it  to  prevail  on  either  fide. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  My  reafon  for  fending  for  Mr.  Erfkine  was,  be- 
caufe  I  knew  that  was  the  prafiiice  i  and  I  am  happy  to  find  uvy- 
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felf  fiipported  hy  his  authority.  Your  Lordfbip,  I  hope,  (Joes  not 
fuppofe  I  fent  for  Mr.  Erfktne  with  any  other  view  than  that  I 
have  now  ftated.     I  confefs  I  feel  myfelf  fertfibly  mortified. 

Lord  Prefident.  I  am  extremely  forry  for  it  j  1  never  wished 
to  mortify  you. 

Mr.  Gihh.  I  think  you  told  me  that  you  are  a  gentleman  that 
pra&fes  at  die  Old  Bailey ;  do  you  now  pra&ife  here  ? 

jf.  No,  nof  for  thefe  lu  months. 

j?.  If  any  bufmefs  U  brought  tp  you,  you  do  \\  ? 

A  Certainly  I  tfo  .  ' 

4?.  Your  reafon  for  not  having  prad! fed  i$  because  no  bufmefs 
has  been  brought  to  you,  J  fuppole  i 

J.  Yes. 

Q  Did  you  or  not  think  it  peceJTary  tp  attend  to  the  particular 
peripns  from  whom  thefe  conventions  proceeded  ? 

A  At  that  time  I  was  a  total  ftranger  almpft  to  every  one  in  the 
room. 

jjfc  Did  yow  endeavour  to  <UftinguUh  what  was  fiy4  hy  Ppe  from 
what  was  faid  by  another  ? 

jf.  I  did  not  in  converfation. 

SP.  You  (ay  the  language  was  unjverfal  fuffrage  and  annual 
parliaments — can  you  tell  me  who  ufed  that  language  ? 

A  I  cannot  tell^  it  was  generally  ufed  among  the  fociety. 

fHpw  many  people  might  there  be  there  \ 
It  isljmppiuhle  to  guefc  j  thjsre  were  as  many  as  the  room 
could  contain,  and  it  was  a  large  room:  J  toppo/e^  if  I  Jhould  fay 
400,  I  ffepuld  fpeak  within  bounds. 

You  don't  recollect  any  jprtjjpular  perfon  ? 

No, 

Lard  Prtfyltut.  Wh«p  wis  tfup  ? 

J.  At  tfre  Cilobe  Tavern ;  i*e  were  in  two  room*  there,  the 
firft  room  hrol^e  down,  which  occaGoned  us  tpi  go  up  ilairs, 

Mr.  Gihbs.  You  were  ai;  CbaU^  Farm  too  ? 

J.  Yes. 

J^.  There  you  w^At  under  the  fame  employment,  and  for  th* 
fame  peribn  i 

4  Yes. 

j§>.  You  feem  *P  have  ipced  yourfelf  a  good  deal  upon  Mr. 
Thelwall?     : 

4-  No,  Mr.  Thelwall  fixed  himfelf  upon  me- 

£>.  You  would  rather  have  declined  it  tfy$n  I 

A,  No,  I  don't  fay  that;  he  and  I  was  ftanding  at  the  door  at 
Store  Street,  when  there  was  not  above  ten  people  together;  aiid 
ythen  the  paper  was  ftuck  up  at  the,  door  that  the  meeting  would 
be  at  Chalk  Farm,  he  faid,  "  Come  along/" 


fYou  have  hadfeveral  conYerfrtioo*  wi*h 
Yes. 
Q  Did  he  kww  your  gecupatm? 

J.  No, 


E  n  1 

A,  Nq,  I  -don't  believe  he  did. 

He  had  OP  previous  knowledge  of  you  ? 
No,  be  had  none,  nor  I  of  him. 

§.  Had  you  any  introduction  to  him  ? 

4.  None. 

<>K  No  common  friend,  who  told  each  that  he  might  truft  the 
other  ? 

A*  No,  I  donl  remember  that  any  fuch  converfetion  paflcd 
between  me  and  any  man  in  the  world. 

£>.  It  was  voluntary  what  pgfled  i 

A  What  paffed  going  to  Chalk  Farm,  which  was  the  firft 
time  that  I  ever  fpoke  to  him,  was  voluntary. 

Q  You  faid,  at  Chalk  Farm  there  was  a  clamour  that  ipies 
were  there  ? 

A.  Yffc 

J?.  And  Mr.  Thelwall  was  for  admitting  them  all  ? 

A,  He  was,  and  deftred  them  to  hear ;  ami  I  believe  I  can 
mention  Something  farther,  now  you  have  brought  it  to  my  recol- 
lection. 

j&  Any  thing  you  plea/e  ? 

A.  He  faid,  it  would  give  the  Miaifter  the  power  of  judging 
of  their  proceedings  and  numbers. 

J^.  I  believe  you  yourfelf  made  this  cry  againft  lpies,  did  not 
you;  vou  yourfelf  faid  you  thought  there  were  Spies  among 
them  r . 

A.  Oyes,  I  did  fay  that;  and  thought  royfelf  very  justifiable 
in  fo  doing.  ., 

Q  Yes,  vos,  that  was  the  fcheme  that  you  bad  kanjed  in  your 
praoSjce.,    You  was  the  perfoa  that  fuggefted  it  perhaps  ? 

A,  1  was  not ;  there  was  a  perfon  present  I  was  afkedif  I  knew 
him,  I  feu)  J  did. 

Did  you  fay  you  knew  him  to  be-  a  (by  ? 
I  was  aiked  who  he  was,  and  I  faid  I  thought  he  wa*  a  per* 
fon  employed  bjr  fioicexnment. 
Who  was  ne  ? 
His  iume  was  WmKh. 

ig.  And  you,  feeing  Mr*  WaHh  there,  you  published  he  was 
»  perion  employed  by  government  ? 

A.  I  believe  Mr.  Walib  did  not  wiSh  to  conceal  it,  for,  I 
think,  upon  his  button  there  was  the  King  and  Constitution* 

£K  No,  I  dare  fay  he  did  not;  *ndfo becaufeMr.  Watfh  came 
there  with  the  Kong  and  Conftitution  on  his  button,  you-efcofe  tp 
dy  that  he  was  a  Spy ;  was  that  the  seafon? 

A.  No,  it  was  not;  Jfor.  that  might  have  been  put  on. 

£K  Then  feeing  him  there  with  the  King  and  Constitution  on 
his  button,  you  chofe  to  fey  he  way  a  ijpy  ix»uaxhe.Treaiiiry  i 

A.  No. 

A  Then  do  tell  me  the  faft? 

A.  The 
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A.  The  feft  is  this ;  I  was  applied  to  by  two  or  three  to  knotr 
if  I  knew  Mr.  Walfli  ?  I  faid,  yes ;  and  he  was  pointed  out  t» 
me,  and  I  faid  that  was  Mr.  WaBh,  and  fomebody  £ud  yes ;  he 
has  juft  come  from  Ireland,  where  he  has  been  on  government 
bufmefs.  I  was  afked  if  I  knew  any  thing  of  his  being  cm- 
ployed  by  government,  and  I  faid  I  do  believe  he  is. 

jR  Did  you  not  fay  that  you  believed  that  he  was  a  fpy  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not;  but  by  faying  I  thought  he  was  employed 
under  government,  I  meant  to  fay  he  was  a  fpy. 

S$.  Then  I  take  it  you  called  this  man  a  fpy,  becaufe  he  was 
employed  by  government  ? 

A.  Why  then  have  it  that  way. 

J?.  Then  you  did  fty  you  thought  he  was  a  fpy  ? 

A  Yes,  in  that  way. 

j^.  It  was  after  that  Mr.  Thelwall  was  for  all  fpies  being  ad- 
mitted? 

A.  Yes,  certainly. 

i?.  This  was  a  very  large  meeting  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  was  large. 

j^.  Had  yof  no  apprehension  for  the  fafety  of  your  friend  Mr* 
Wafth  in  that  cafe,  faying  he  was  a  fpy  I 

A.  He  was  not  a  friend  of  mine. 

But  he  was  not  a  man  you  would  have  torn  to  pieces  ? 
No,  nor  any  man ;  I  was  for  admitting  all  fpies  too,  and  to 
let  them  remain  there  unmolefted ;  that  was  my  addrefs. 

j^.  But  I  want  to  know  why  you  pointed  out  a  particular  maa 
as  a  fp  y  ? 

A,  I  did  not  point  him  out;  I  was  applied  to,  to  know  if  I  knew 
him ;  and  I  was  taken  from  one  end  of  the  garden  to  the  other  to 
look  at  him,  to  know  if  1  knew  him. 

£K  Did  not  you  fey  that  you  thought  he  was  a  perfon  cm- 
ployed  by  government  r 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

In  the  fame  way  in  which  you  were  yourfelf  ? 

Yes. 

What  induced  you  to  fay  this  of  Mr.  Walfh  f 

I  was  ciefired  to  point  him  out. 

J^.  I  want  to  know  how  you,  there  as  (what  you  yourfelf 
called)  a  fpy,  ho\v  came  you  to  point  out  another  perfon  as  a 
fpy? 

A.  Becaufe  if  I  had  faid  otherwife  I  fhould  have  been  fuf- 
pe&ed-myfeif.     If  I  had  faid  that  he  was  not  fent  by  government, 
l  fhould  have  <  -.en  in  danger  myfelf,  becaufe  the  faft  was  too  no*, 
toru  us;  and  if  he  was  here  himfelf  he  would  not  deny  it 

i£.  What  number  of  people  were  there  ? 

yf,  I  fhould  think  between  two  and  three  thoufand. 

j^.  There  wfcre  a  great  number  then:  out  of  curiofity  ? 

A.  There 
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A.  There  were  a  vaft  number  indeed.  As  far  as  T  am  able 
to  judge,  there  were  not  above  eight  or  nine  hundred  of  the  Lon- 
don Correfponding  Society  there. 

J^.  Now  vou  lay,  fitting  down  to  eat  fome  bread  and  cheefe, 
there  were  lome  little  in/lruments  pulled  out — you  called  them 
French  knives  ? 

A*   Yes. 
'    jp.  Made  in  this  country,  no  doubt,  and  a  great  many  people 
ufe Ttiiem  for  (afety  to  their  hands — And  you  afterwards  went  to 
Mr.  Green's,  in  Orange  Street  ? 

>7.  Yes* 

He  told  you  he  had  fold  two  or  three  hundred  ? 
Yes. 

Jg.  And  he  faid  you  muft  fpeak  very  low,  for  that  his  wife 
Was  a  damn'd  ariftocrat  ? 

A»  Yes. 

§>.  And  you  are  pofitive  to  thefe  particular  words  ? 

J.  Yes,  I  am ;  and  we  both  laughed. 

Q  What  did  you  laugh  at  ? 

A.  -  At  a  lady's  being  an  ariftocrat. 

J^.  I  think  you  told  me  you  was  at  this  meeting  of  May  the 
ad,  the  dinner  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor  I 
'   A.  Yes. 

j£.  How  many  people  might  there  be  there  ? 

A.  I  fhould  think  there  might  be  in  ail  about  four  or  five  hun- 
dred. 

ig.  There  vou  was,  in  the  fame  room  i 

A*  Certainly. 

j^.  You  fay  there  was  fome  news  brought  in  there  ? 

A.  There  was,  that  fome  of  the  allied  forces  had  received  a 
fevere  check- 
Was  there  any  newfpaper  brought  in  ? 
I  cannot  recollect,  but  that  was  the  common  conyerfatiori 
of  the  room. — I  muft  add,  that  I  was  very  much  furprized  in- 
deed at  the  Conftitutional  Society,  I  there  faw  a  number  of  very 
tefpe&able  gentlemen. 

J§>.  Then  at  this  meeting  you  have  been  foeaking  of,  there 
were  a  number  of  moft  refpe&able  gentlemen  r 

A.  Indeed  there  were.  '      ,' 

&.  Then  how  did  you  get  therf?1 '  r 

A  B/  a  ticket  the  prifbner,  Mr.  Hardy,  brought  me. 
-   £.  How  many  were  there — what  number  might  this  meeting 
be  compofcd  off 

A.  I  think  near  five  hundred.  I  think  abckit  four  hundred  (at 
down  to  dinner. 

&.  You  are  hot  certain  who  was  in  tjie  chair  ? 

A  No^  but  I  think,  if  I  may  prefume  to  think  on  the  fubje&> 
it  was  Mr.  Wharton. 

S^  You 
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You  mu(t  not  think. 
£  Then  I  am  not  certain,  and  1  will  give  you  the  r&afbn:  we 
wnt  into  the  room,  and  a  little  buftle  enftied,  and*  whoever  was 
propo&d  I"  did  nor  heir;  but  I  did  confid^r  Mr.  Wharton  in  the 
chair,  but  whether  it  was  Mr.  Wharton  or  Mr.  Tooke  I  cannot 
tell. 

jg.  Which  ever  it  was,.  I  fuppofe,  he  fat  at  the  bea£  of  the 
table  t 

A.  Yes,  he  did";  there  was  a.  row  an  along,  and  he  fat  in  tfie 
middle. 

j^.  You  fey  Mr.  Home  Tooke  made  a  fpeech,-  in  w&ich  he 
reflected  upon  the  Houfe  of  Commons  t 

A.  Yes,  he  called  them  a  fcoundsel  fink  of  corruption* 

9.  The  Houfe  of  Commons  ¥ 

jf.  Yes. 

J9.  And,  fpoke  of  a  jun&ion  between  two  parties  ?* 

j£  Yes ;  he  called  them  a  fcoundrel  oppofition. 

J|>.  I  don't  afk  you  to  /peak  the  indecent  etf  p* etiiofts  you  be- 
fore gave  us,  but  I  think,  in  fpeaking.  fefpefting  hereditary  no- 
bility, he  (poke  alfo  of  a  particular  perfon  ? 

A*  Yes. 

J^.  I  believe  he  fpoke  highly  of  the  hereditary  nobility  of  tfie 
country  ? 

A.  He  did,  moft  aflueediy. 

$\  As  contra  diftinguiihed  from  adventurers  ?  h 

A.  Yes;  he  paid  the  hereditary- nobility  of  the  country  ©very 
compliment  that  man  could  pay  them. 

J§>.  I  believe  he  obfervedrlikewife,  that  thofe  hereditary  nobi- 
lity, of  whom  he  fpoke  fo.  highly,  had  loft  their  influence  irt  the 
ftate  by  the  introdu&ion  of  adventurers  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  he  ufed  the  word  adventurers  of  the  new  no- 

\  By  the  introduction  of  the  new  nobiHty  ? 
1.  Yes:  ■ 

j£.  He  hadt>een  before  declaiming  againft  the  Houfe- of  Com- 
mons, calling  them  a  fink  of  -corruption  i 

A.  Yes;  . 

$.  Did  he  not  fay,  Iikewlfe,  that  thofe  new  nobility  were  in- 
troduced into  the  Houfe  of  Lords  by.  means  of  thofe  people  wiybfe 
condu&he  hadi>een  £nding;&u)t  with' in,  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ? 

A.  I  think  his  fenfe  Was  that-,  I 'have  no  hefitatxon  to  -fay  that 
his  fenfe  was  thfr  fame. 

^,  Did  he  not  fpoak  highly  off  the  office  of  King  rin<  the  con- 
futation ?  '   J 

A.  I  am  very -clear  he  did;..beaaufe  heheran  upon  this,  that 
the  new  made  peers,  although  they  were  of  bte.inttoducedinto 
the  Houfe  of  Lords,  had*  combined,  or  were  combining)  for  the 
pujepofa  of  abufing  or  amufing  that  poor  man,  the  King. 

^\  Did 
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J^.  Did  he  not  mention  it  as  a  matter  of  complaint,  that  the 
Ring  had  loft  his  due  weight  in  the  coniritution,  by  means  of 
this  corruption  that  he  fpoke  of  before  ? 

A.  I  underftood  him  fo  completely.  1  wUh  to  do  Mr.  Toolce 
juftice :  I  don't  know  one  word  that  he  faid  difrefpe&ful  to  majefty. 
J§{.  Did  he  hold  out  any  thing  as  matter  of  complaint  in  the 
now  exilting  conftitution,  except  that  there  were  a  fort  of  peo- 
ple introduced  into  the  Houfe  of  Commons  whom  he  difapproved 
of,  and  by  thqir  means  alfo  into  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  and  thereby 
was  restrained  the  due  power  of  the  Crown  ? 

A.  Yes ;  I  believe  .that  was  the  objed  of  all  his  conversation. 

John  Gurnell  called  in  again. 
JP.  Where  did  you  find  that  paper  ?  (a  paper /hewn  him.) 
A.  In  Mr.  Hardy's  houfe,  when  he  was  apprehended,  the  I2tb 
of  May. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
«A    SONG, 
u  Addrefied  to  Mr.  Hardy,  Piccadilly.*.— Tune,  Vicar  of  Bray. 
u  Why  vainly  do  we  wafte  our  prime 

tt  Repeating  our  oppreffions  ? 
u  Come,  rouze  to  arms,  'tis  now  the  time 

"  To  punifh  paft  tranfgreffions. 
u  'Tis  faid  that  Kings  can  do  no  wrong ; 

**  Their  murderous  deeds  deny  it : 
«  And  fince  from  us  their  power  has  fprung 
*«  We  have  the  right  to  try  it. 

"  Each  patriot  Briton's  fong  muft  be, 
a  O  give  me  death  or  liberty. 
u  The  ftarving  wretch  who  fteals  for  bread 

u  But  feldom  meets  compaffion ;    - 
u  And  fhall  a  Crown  preferve  the  head 

a  Of  one  who  robs  a  nation  ? 
u  Such  partial  laws  we  all  defpife, 
u  See  Gallia's  bright  example ; 
a  The  godlike  fcene  oefore  our  eyes, 
«  We'll  every  tyrant  trample. 

a  Each  patriot  Briton's  fong  will  be, 
V  O  give  me  death  or  liberty. 
a  Proud  Bifhops  then  we  will  tranflate 

*  Among  prieftcrafted  martyrs  \ 
a  The  guillotine  on  Peers  (hall  wait, 

a  And  Knights  we'll  hang  in  garters. 
*  Thefe  defpots  long  have  trod  us  down, 

tf  And  Judges  are  their  engines ; 
*c  Such  wretched  minions  of  the  Crown 
"  Demand  the  people's  vengeance. 

((  Each  patriot  Briton's  fong  will  be, 
«  O  give  us  death  or  liberty. 
Vol.  H.  F  «  Our 
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*  Stee  Juftice  topfy-turvy ; 

tt  On  Freedom's  caufe  they've  ttirn'd  a  back, 

*  Of  Englishmen  cmworthy. 

u  Now,  oflce  for  all)  the  work  begun,. 

«  We'H  dealt  the  Augean  ftabfe ; 
*  A  moment  loft  we  are  undone, 
«*  Come,  ftrike  whiMJ  we  are  able. 
/    «  Each  patriot  Briton's  fang  fhs&  be> 
*c  O  give  me  death  or  liberty* 
«  The  Golden  Age  will  then  revive, 

"  Each  man  will  be  a  brother  j 
«  In  harmony  we  alf  fbail  live, 

« .  And  flare  thit  earth  together* 
a  In  Virtue's  fchool  enlightened  youth 

««  Will  love  his  fellow-creature ; 
w  And  future  yeare  wiB  prove  this  truth, 
«  That  maft  i»go*d  by  nature. 

"  Then  let  us  drink*  with  three  times  tire*, 
"  The  reign  of  Peace  and  Liberty." 
Mr*  Erstine.  Your  Lordfhip  will  obfcrve,  due  was  a  httg  fent 
to  my  client  by  fomebody  or  other  in  a  letter. 

Jokw  Thompson  fwcrn. 
Mr-  Attorney  General  Did  you  find  any  thing,,  and  what,  in 
the  poffeflion  of  xpejfon  of  the  name  of  Hiffier  7 

A.  Yes.  (the  witnefs  thtn  produced  a  pike^  the  hentdU  about  fix 
trfevenfeet  lo*g^  and  the  blade  about  ten  inches.) 
« JP.  When  did  you  find  it  ? 
A.  On  Monday  the  *9th  of  May,  1794. 
Lord  Prejident.    This,   found  the  19th  of*  Mayt»  Was   after 
Hardy's  apprehenfion. 

William  Camage  called  in  again.— Examined  by  Mr*  At- 
torney General. 
Jg.  You  told  us  yefterday  you  were  at  Edinburgh  when  the 
Scotch  Convention  fat  \ 

A*  I  was  there  when  they  were  dftperftcL 

jp.  Do  you  ktfftW  Maurice  Margarot  ? 

A  Yes  j  I  few  him  in  theTolbooth,  Edinburgh. 

J>.  Did  you  ever  fee  any  knife  in  his  hand? 
T  Yes ;  I  faw  one  lie  upon  the  table,  which  he  faid  was  his. 
4>.  Will  you  defcribe  that  knife  to  the  jury  ? 
A^  It  appeared  to  be  a  knife  that  opened  with  a  fpring  between 
the  heft  and  the  blade 5  a  knife  about  ninaor  ten  inches,  knife  and 
blade  together. 
&.  Was  it  eafy  or  difficult  to  open  or  fhut  ? 
A  After  it  was  once  opened  it  was  difficult  to  fliut   I  did  not 

tout  it  myfclf. 

Croft- 
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Crofs-ixanuncd  by  Mt*  EasKllf E. 
K  Are  you  a  bhdBeJd  map  ?     * 
f!  Yes. 

4>.  Have  you  never  feen  a  knife  of  th*»  description  before  in 
Sheffield  ? 

A  No. 

j^; '  Was  this  knife  concealed  from  any  body  ? 

Afi  No,  it  laid  for  him  tp  get  his  dinner  with. 

J^:  How  many  people  might  be  prefent  ? 

A.  About  fix  or  (even  in  all, 

J^.  Did  it  ftrike  you  at  the  time  tfeat  there  was  any  thing" 
wrong  in  it  ? 

A.  No;  I  did  not  apprehend  ajiy  thing  elfe  but  that  it  was  a 
curious  knife,  and  he  /hewed  it  to  me  on  the  table. 

iP.  You  are  a  cutler  ? 

A  I  am  an  ink-ftand  maker, 

J^.  Was  this  at  the  time  the  convention  was  held  at  Edin- 
burgh? ' 

A.  No,  it  was  after  it  was  difperfed. 

fDid  you  attend  at  this  convention  i 
Yes. 
Mr.  Attorney  General  Did  you  ever  fee  any  of  thofe  knives 
afterwards  at  Sheffield  ? 
A.  No. 

George  Ly  it  am /worn. — Examined  ly  Mr.  Boweji. 
ig.  Were  you  at  any  tine  a  mefliber  of  the  London  Corre- 
sponding Society  ? 

A.  Vis. 
'  ^.  At  what  time  did  you  become  a  member  of  the  London 
Corresponding  Society  ? 
A.  iaO&obei'f  179a. 

£>*  Where  did  you  firft  fee  any  divifion  of  the  London  Cor- 
refponding  Society? 

A.  At  the  fign  of  the  Manfioe-houfc. 
1>.  Where  is  that  t 
f!  Oppofite  the  Majtfioo-houfe. 
£K  Which  of  the  divifions  of  the  London  Corresponding  So* 
ciety  met  at  that  boufe  ? 
AL  The  divifion  No.  13. 

S%*  When  you  went  firft  into  the  room  did  you  receive  any 
paper  of  any  kind  ? 
A.  Yes. 

What  was  the  paper? 

The  rules  of  the  Carrcipooding  Society,  with  the  fbciety's 
adkhrefit. 

L*ri  PrcjidtxL  AattUtarf&of  what  date?    Is  it  an addrefe  to 
the  members,  or  to  the  nation,  <x  wfaat  I 
AL  To  the  public  at  large. 

F  2  Lord 
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Lord  Preftdent.  What  date  has  that  addrefs  T 
A.  I  don't  immediately  recoiled,  but  if  one  was  handed  to  me, 
I  can  tell ;  I  think  it  was  in  March,  1792. 
Mr.  Bower.  Is  this  one  of  the  papers  ? 
A.  This  is  larger. 
Lord  PrejidtnU  Has  it  been  read  ? 
A.  It  has. 

Mr.  Bower.  Upon  the  receipt  of  that  paper,  did  you  &ive  any 
information  of  any  kind  to  the  mafter  of  the  houfe  ? 

A*  Yes  ;  I  tola  him  I  believed  it  was  a  fociety 

j|>.  In  confequence  of  that  information  was  the  fociety  ad- 
journed to  any  other  place  ? 

A.  Yes,  to  the  Crown,  in  Newgate  Street. 
Did  you  go  there  ? 
Yes. 

Did  you  become  a  member  of  that  divifion  that  night? 
I  did. 

4£.  Was  Mr.  Hardy  a  member  of  the  fame  divifion  of  the 
London  Correfponding  Society  ? 

A.  No,  he  did  not  belong  to  that  divifion,  but  he  belonged  to 
the  fociety. 

j&.  Were  you  prefent  at  any  time  afterwards  at  any  other  divi- 
fionr 

jf.  I  was. 
A  Where  was  it  ? 

A.  I  muft  beg  leave  to  look  at  my  minutes ;  I  made  them  at 
the  time. 

3.  Do  fo,  and  tell  us  the  next  meeting  you  attended  at  ? 
A.  The  29th  of  Oflober,  at  the  fign  of  the  Unicorn,  in  Co- 
vent  Garden. 

3.  How  many  perfons  might  be  prefent  at  tnat  meeting  ? 
A  I  cannot  fay.     There  was  a  very  large  company;  the  room 
was  full.     Seventy  or  eighty  perfons  were  prefent* 
Was  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  one  of  them  ? 
Yes. 

In  what  character  did  the  prifoner  appear  ? 
As  a  fecretary,  I  underftood. 

JK  Who  were  the  delegates  at  that  meeting  ? 
T  Being  young,  I  had  not  at  that  time  made  myfelf  informed 
with  the  number  of  delegates,  or  who  they  were. 
Lord  PreftdenU  Was  this  a  committee  of  delegates  ? 
A.  This  was  a  divifion  meeting,  No.  2. 
Mr.  Bower.  Did  Mr.  Hardy,  while  you  were  there,  take  any 
part,  or  what  ?*— Were  any  reports  maae  by  any  body  ? 

A.  There  was  brought  forward  at  that  time  Tom  Paine's  Ad- 
drefs  to  the  French  People,  and  it  was  Voted  to  be  published,  and 
delivered  out  to  all  the  divifions* 

j^.  Was 
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J?.  Was  any  thing  more  (aid  or  done  at  that  meeting  f  '    ' 

A  Yes. 
,  By  whom? 

Y.  I  don't  know  that  Thomas  Paine's  Letter  to  the  People 
of  France  already  publiflied  to  be  delivered  out,  and  the  Rights 
and  Duties  of  Man  fliould  be  continued  weekly ;  that  the  dele- 
gates had  received  letters  from  the  Manchefter  and  Sheffield  fo- 
cieties,  approving  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society's  addreiS 
to  the  French  Convention ;  that  two  thoufand  and  upwards  of  the 
fociety  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor  approved  of  it,  but  would  fend 
one  ef  their  own,  thinking  the  more  addrefifes  fent  to  the  Con-' 
vention  the  better. 

JK  Who  were  prefent  befides  the  prifaner  ? 
f  A  great  many.     The  mode  in  which  they  do  bufinefs  is 
this :  the  delegate  of  the  divifion  attends  tho  committee  of  dele-* 
gatipn,  fees  what  is  done,  and  makes  a  report  to  his  divifion 
what  refolutions  are  brought  forward,  and  if  agreed  to. 
Was  there  any  thine  more  done  at  that  meeting  ? 
That  feems  all  I  made  a  memorandum  of. 
That  is  all  you  recollect,  is  it  ? 
Yes, 

iP.  When  were  you  at  another  meeting  of  this  fociety  ? 
A  The  next  meeting  was  at  the  Crown,  in  Newgate  Street, 
the  31ft  of  October. 

&  I  fhould  have  afked,  who  made  that  report  at  Ihe  laft  meet* 
ingT 

J.  I  cannot  tell. 

5-  Where  was  the  next  divifion  that  you  attended  ? 
A.  The  divifion  No.  23,  at  the  Crown,  in  Newgate  Street 
j^.  Who  was  prefent  at  that  ? 
A.  Mr.  Hardy  was  not  prefent. 
SU  What  was  done  at  that  fociety  \ 

A  At  that  meeting  place  the  Addrefs  to  the  French  Conven- 
tion was  reported  by  the  delegates,  that  was  brought  forward  on 
the  27th  of  September,  at  the  Unicorn* 
Did  any  thing  more  pafs  there  ? 
i  have  made  a  remark  of  nothing  more  than  that. 

JK  Then  go  to  the  next  meeting  that  you  attended  ? 
T  The  Rainbow,  Fleet  Street,  the  ad  of  November. 
iP.  What  divifion  was  that  ? 

A,  I  have  not  got  the  humber  of  the  divifion,  and  I  do  not  im- 
mediately recoiled^  ' 

Lord  Frefident,  Was  it  that  that  you  entered  in  ? 
A.  No,  1  think  to  the  belt  of  my  recollection  it  was  No.  1 1* 
Mr.  Bower.  Did  any  thing  material  pais  at  that  meeting  t 
A  The  delegates  reported,  that  the  fociety  at  Stockport  had 
wrote  to  Sheffield  of  their  approbation  of  the  different  meetings \ 
the  editor  of  the  Sheffield  paper  wrote  to  the  delegates,  that  i  t 

would 
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would  be  i  good  plan  to  fend  J/ondon  delegates  down  to  teach  the 
farmers  politics.  A  letter  from  a  meeting  called  at  Nottingham. 
The  next  report  was,  that  fix  honorary  member*  were  admitted 
*  the  Crown  and  Anchor. 

hard  Prtfidgnt.  Hare  you  got  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mourn-.  Hare  you  got  the  date  *f  ftat  letter  1 

A,  N©>  I  hare  not.  The  aext  report  wa*,  dut  there  wt?e 
fix  honorary  members  admitted  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor. 

Lord  PrefidmU  Do  you  mean  at  the  Conftitutiorul  Society  ? 

A  Yes,  that  is  the  whole  of  that  night.  The  ne*t  is  divifioa 
N«»  is,  Crown,  Newgate  Street. 

Mr,  Sower.  I  now  purpofe  to  Ihew  to  your  Lord&ip,  that  Mr. 
Hardy  was  the  delegate  of  this  divifion. 

Lynsnu  I  cannot -positively  fey  that;  I  believe  that  Mr.  Hardy 
was  delegate  for  No.  2,  as  well  as  fecrefcry. 

Afr.  LAWzutf  *«/fc/  i>i  #£«/#. 

Mr.  Soco^r.  Did  you  find  that  at  Mr.  Hardy's  houfe?  {a 
paper  Jheum  Aim.) 

A.  I  did. 

Mr.  Grant  called  in  again* 

J£.  Do  you  believe  that  to  be  the  hand  writing  of  Mr.  Hardy  f 

A.  I  believe  it  is. 

( Read  by  tht  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 

u  'Divifion  No.  2.  delegate  T.  Hardy,  number  of  member* 
?2*V  London  Corresponding  Socbty,  held  at  the  Unicorn,  Co- 
vent  Garden,  Monday  Ocl^  ift,  1792,  Refolved,  that  Thomai 
Hardy  be  appointed  our  delegate  to  the  {landing  epmnittee  of  the 
feverai  divifiom,  and  to  ennttzme  in  ofice  for  three  months. 

(Signed)        "  Alexander  Lou*y,  Chairman," 

Mr.  Bower,  (to  Lynam)  Whether  the  perfcn  whfr  made  the 
report  at  that  meeting,  the  2d  of  October,  wa$  the  delegate  ? 

A.  Yes.  The  next  meeting  wa*  at  th*  Crown*  Newgate 
Street,  14th  of  November. 

J$.  What  pafled  at  that  meeting? 

A.  I  fancy  there  is  nothing  Material »  I  have  no  miftute  of  it. 

&.  Then  pafe  it  over. 

A.  I  return  back  again  to  a  meeting  November  the  12th,  di- 
vifion No.  2:  read  a  letter  wrote  by  Mjr.  Barlow,  addrefled  to  .the 
Convention  of  France;  very  inflammatory*  and  very  bud  plaiwfits 
at  the  reading. 

£&  Who  made  the  report  that  ragfat  ? 

A.  The  delegate;  it  is  always  the  delegate's  duty  to  make  the 
report. 

£+rd  PrcfiimU  Was  that  a  letter  addrcfled  to  tic  divifion,  or 
as  coming  fana  the  committee  of  delegates  ? 

A,  Comiitg  fern  the  committee  si  delegates;  it  was  Mr.  Bar- 
Jow^t  *frk%ts  to  the  Con^catioa  gf  France 

*Rcad 
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J?«  Read  what  psdfed  on  It. 


Bower*  We  have  read  the  paper  before* 

Lynam*  The  next  is  a  report  by  fomebody  or  other  in  tic 
meeting,  that  the  London  Cdrrefyafreing  Society  in  mtttbe*  tore 
6000;  that  the  divifion  No,  14,  in  Spitalfields,  was  encreafirit 
in  ftfeh  a  manner  that  it  would  foon  have  a  number  equal  to  afl 
the  reft  of  the  divifious:  the  firft  meeting  of  the  London  Corre- 
fponding  Society,  I  was  informed  there,  w«$  at  Mr.  Rofem 
Boyd's,  Exeter  Street,  Exeter  'Change,  and  thai  he  had  get  tfcte 
firit  resolutions  of  the  fociety ;  I  was  mewn  one  dated  ftd  April, 
1792;  a  letter  from  Major  Johnfton,  Edinburgh;  he  doee  not 
approve  an  addrefs  to  the  Convention  of  France  k>  foo«>  but  was 
framing  a  letter  to  addrefc  the  public,  which  would  befleady 
ibork 

i£  Where  was  that  letter  communicated,  at  the  Unicom  ? 

^T  Yes.  The  divifion  No,  2,  by  the  delegate,  reported  die 
London  Corresponding  Society's  adored  to  the  National-  Conten- 
tion, was  ordered  to  be  pubiifted,  and  fertt  to  the  83  departments. 
This  was  the  report  by  the  delegate  of  the  addrefs being  rerared 
and  ordered  by  the  National  Convention  tt»  be  printed  and  fent  to 
the  eighty-three  departments  of  France ;  the  foeiety  of  Sheffield 
fent  up  their  addrefe  to  the  convention,  to  did  delegates,  urtiich 
they  had  forwarded     That  is  the  mode  of  thai  meeting. 

4^.  Forwarded  to  where  ? 

A.  To*  the  Convettfioto  of  France  ? 

j^  That  is  the  whole  of  your  muMttes  of  what  patted  at  that 
time? 

A,  Yes,  it  is.  The  next  meeting  was  at  the  Crown,  in  New- 
gate Street,  diviftoff  12,  afft November;  k  wais  at  this  divifion 
mentioned,  that  there  was  a  talk  of  a  Congrefe  to  be  held  in  Scot- 
land ;  the  next  thing  that  Was  done  Was  to  read  Judge  Afhhurft's 
charge  to  the  Grand  Jury*  reported  that  the  fociety  at  Norwich 
wanted  to  know  if  they  meant  to  come  into  the  Duke  of  Rich* 
mond's  plan,  or  to  root  out  fnonatchy ;  they  fufpected  that  this 
arofe  from  fome  blind  dxp  refiton  u>  a  hand-bill,  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  draw  them  into  fome  unguarded  eXpreffion*  and  they 
declined  answering  if;  reported  that  the  delegates  have  wrote  to 
the  fociety  at  Sheffield  and  at  Edinburgh j  the  next  is  a  branch* 
ing  of  a-  new  divifion^  No*  2-3*  from  N©>  12. 

J0,  Was  that  on  the  22ft  of  November  ? 

A.  It  was,  and  this  divifion  tpok  the  number  23,  and  they  met 
at  the  Ship,  in  Moorfields,  the  27th  of  November. 

J^.  Were  you  a  delegate  of  the  new  divifion*  or  did  Jrou  con*, 
tinue  of  the  old  one  ? 

A.  I  was  chafe  delegate  at  this  firft  meeting,  of  the  27  th  of 
November. 

j?.  What  is  the  next  time  that  you  fewc~  any  thing  material  ? 

A.  It 
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-  A.  It  was  recommended  to  inform  the  public  that  we  were)  not 
levellers,  and  did  not  mean  a  refi ftance  of  the  laws,  and  to  avoid 
riot. 

Lord  PreftdenU  Were  the  reafons  for  that  recommendation 
ftated  ? 

jf.  They  ^ere>  but  I  did  not  make  any  memorandum  of  them; 
but  it  was  on  account  of  the  magiftrates  interfering  with  their 
meetings,  and  fome  of  the  publicans  had  been  threatened  to 
have  theiriicenfes  taken  away ;  and  this  was  a  recommendation. 

Ji^  Was  it  a  recommendation  reported  to  you  from  the  com- 
mittee of  delegates  ? 

A*  It  was  a  recommendation  of  the  divifion  to  be  carried  by 
me  to  the  committee  of  delegates,  reporting,  that  the  firft  cha- 
racters in  Edinburgh  belonged  to  the  caufe,  and  that  they  had 
ibrmed  themfelves  into  a  fociety,  calling  themfelves  a  Convention 
of  Delegates. 

You  don't  mean  a  regular  report ;  this  was  converfation  ? 
K  Converfation,  refolved  to  fubferibe  to  the  defence  of  any 
profecuted  member. 

Mr.  Bower,  What  is  the  next  circumftance  that  occurred  to 
your  obfervation  ? 

A.  The  next  is  a  meeting  on  the  29th  of  November,  at  the 
Sun.     I  was  at  a  committee  of  delegates ;  we  changed  the  houfe 
weekly ;  we  were  that  night  at  the  Sun,  in  Windmill  Street. 
Were  you  prcfent  at  a  meeting  of  delegates  that  day  ? 
Yes ;  there  were  twenty-two  delegates  met. 

J§>.  Was  any  propofal  made,  or  any  paper  brought  forward 
t^ere  ? 

A.  I  will  look  it  over.— -Divifion  No.  11,  had  received  twenty 
vifitors  from  Iflingtoru  A  fociety  was  intended  to  be  formed  at 
Iflington.  The  fab-committee  brought  forward  their  anfwer  to 
the  Crown  and  Anchor :  which  was  referred  hack  to  that  fub- 
committee. 

What  Crown  and  Anchor  declaration  did  that  refer  to  ?. 
A  letter  from  the  Conftitutional  Society  which  the  fociety 
of  the  meeting  of  delegates  muft  have  had,  and  muft  have  read 
and  anfwered  before  I  became  a  delegate.     What  it  was  I  cannot 
tell. 

jjj.  When  you  fpeak  of  the  Crown  and  Anchor  you  mean  the 
Conftitutional  Society,  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor,  in  the  Strand  ? 
.  .A.  Yes.  There  was  an  anfwer  prefented  by  Counfellor 
Vaughan,  a  vifitor  from  the  Conftitutional  Society,  which  was 
read  and  approved  with  fome  alteration.    . 

2.  What  alteration  ? 

A.  There  were  fome  parts  objeftedtoj  one  alteration  was 
P  dying  in  the  caufe." 

Lord  PrefidtnU  Was  Counsellor  Vaughan  prefent  ? 
.    A.  Yes. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Sower.  How  did  it  ftarid  originally  5  *cf e  thofe  Words 
ftruck  out,  <c  dying  in  the  caufe,"  or  added ? 

A  That  was  ftruck  out  *  but,  however,  there  was  fomenting 
(aid  in  iuftification  of  thofe  itfords  by  ^fdmethirig  that  parfed  in 
Cromwell's  time,  what  that  was  I  don't  krrtto>  about  a  brewer 
being;  made  a  colonel  It  was  agreed  that  thisftfill  be  put  in  the 
Sunday's  paper,  if  poffible,  arid  500  large  bills  printed,  and-ftuck 
up  about  the  town,  tfyat  we  were  not  levellers,  and  one  io  be 
font  to  every  di  vifton.  Mr.  Vaiighah  mdft  ftrdngly  recommended 
good  order  and  peaceable  conduct. 

£.  You  fay,  you  don't  know  to  wnAt  this  fca'ft  Wis  ah  arrfwer  ? 

A!  No,  I  cannot  fay  that. 

9.  Do  you  know  what  fociety  thft  came  back  from  ? 

jf.  The  Conftittitional  -Society. 

3';  What  date  is  titft  addf  eft  fo  appfrefced  ? 
T  In  Norembe*  t  fcjt.  It  wa$  afcrttoved  offer  this  night  fcnd 
it  was  agreed  that  500  lirge  bflls  mould  be  printed;  and  Kir. 
Vaughan  moft  ftrongly  recommended  tood  ordefr  and  peaceable 
*condu& ;  if  our  funds  were  low,  idle  Constitutional  Society  wouW 
pript  far  us. 

Whofaiflthat^ 

Mr.  Vaughan ;  it  was  then  reported  that  many  enemies  en- 
deavoured to  get  into  the  fociety  j  and  at  this  meeting  it  had  been 
reported  that  five  divisions  had  oeen  fcouted,  that  is,  driven  from 
the  jrfacewnei'e  tfcejh  met.  Mfr.  XBMiu^l  nt*de  a  mdtion'to  writ* 
*'MrJ:rttt  and  the  Attorney  C&nera%  that  if, our  meetings  were 
illegal,  he  would  firtrerfder  hitriftlf ;  this  ivas  rtver-tuled,  *nd  * 
was  agreed  to  fupp6rt  ±11  prx>fectih*T  membef s,  and  reconxtend 
ft  tp  all  the  divtfi&ris. 

K  Y6u  tfrete  this  at  the  time  ? 
r  I  did. 

Jg.  Look  noto  at  this  papef ,  and  tell  me  if  fou  testived  ijf 
*6ih  the  pf  ifoher,  Mr.  Hardy"? 

if.  Yes. 
*    9.  Who  \*as  frrefent  *t  this  meeting  of  the  delegates? 
A.  Mr.  Hardy  was  prefent.  ' 

J|>.  This  note  you  received  from  the  pri&ner  Mr.  Hardy,  whe 
came  to  your  next  meeting  ? 
A.  Yes. 

(Rjeitd  by  the  Clerk  $f  the  QmrU\ 
*  AddWffed  Mr.  Lynarti,  No.  3,  Walwtfhfi,  December  4. 
1792.    Citizen  Lytam,  you  are  requested  to  nieet  the  Speci3 
<?omrrtiitee  this  evening,  at  7  o'clock,  ft  the  Nag's  Head,  Orange 
Court,  Leicefter  Fields.    1  am  your  fellow  citizen, 

«  Thomas  Ha^dy. 
a  Pleafe  to  inform  any  of  the  delegates  near  you  that  you  know, 
but  no  one  elle." 
Vot.  II.  ,  Q  '     '  4  Did 
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'  have  been  rafh  in  words,  or  over,  violent,  a  proper  porfbir  t<*  be 
protected  by  this^  fcciety. 

Lard  PrtJuUnt*  What  was  done  upon  that  ?         » 

A  I  d?n  t  recollect.  It  was  approved  of  m, the  comnwttee, 
hut  I  don't  know  that  any  thing- was  donq  by  the  cpmputtoe  in. 
confequence  of  it, 

fjav%  you  any  memorandum  of  its  beano;  approved  ? 
It  was  approved}  if  it  had  not  I  fhoula  have  a*ade  a  me- 
morandum at  the  time. 

£K  Was  there  any  direction  that  copies  fliould  be  fent  to  the 
magiftrates? 

A  No,  there  was  not. 

The  delegate  ftpr.  tfye  dmfion  No.  2  defircs.to  bring  forward 
the  cards  in.  red  print,  and  to  be  ova),  and  each  member  to  give 
up  his  old  ticket,  or  to  be  admitted  again  anew  uppn  paying  up 
his  quarter,  allowing  no  ticket* to  anyone  till  the  quarters  were 
paid  up.  Received  tw^  letters,  one  from  Norwich,  figned  Cozens,, 
the  fqcretary,  faying,  there  were  meetings  held  there,  as  well  as 
at  other  places,  to  fupport-  government;  and  they  a/k  in  that 
letter  whether  we  figo  or  not.  It  was  directed  by  Mr,  Marga- 
rot,  that  this  letter  fhould  not  be  taken  notice  of  to  any  of  the 
divifions. 

A  Sign  what?: 

A  Sign  to  the  fupport  of  government. 

<$K  Wa§  it  reeved  th^Mr.  Maj-gacot's  prop^fitioft  fhould  be 
caw^urucated  to  thp  djyifion  i 

A«  It  was. 

Then,  there  was  a  letter  of  thj?  15th  fronfi  Paifey,  f4ying,. 
they  were  willing  to  correfpond  with  us.      Twelve  focieties 
formed  in  Auguft  for  a  parliamentary  reform..    Thea  there  was 
a  letter  from  Scotland,  dated  the  15th,  from*  Edinfoirghi  to  .call 
a  convention  of  alt  Scotland  to  be  of  the  fame  opinion ;  the  title 
of  that  fociety J%  The  Friends  of  the  People  \  Archibald  Baft 
Hodge,   prefident,,  Willian*  Read,  fecretary.      It  wa?  recom- 
mended by  foveral  delegates  to  correfpond  with  the  Friends  of. 
the  People  at  the  Free  Mafjftis  Tavern  j  their  letter  fays  that  they 
will  be  glad  to  correfpond  with  them,  as  they  were  upo#>the  fame 
way  of  parliamentary  reform  with  the  Friends-  of  the  r^opje/ 
wrote  by  Mr#  Margarot  to>  Mr.  Stuart,    No.  15,  Frith  Street, 
Soho.     The  next  is  a  divifion  meeting,  No.  33,  Crown  Street^ 
Soho:  there  was  nothing  done  th^re. 
">.  What  is  your  ne*t  ? 

K  Twentieth  of  Dtqemfcr,  No,  31,  Compfon  Street^  a 
meeting  of  delegates, 

«&  How  man v  attended  the/e  ? 
A  Eighteen  delegates  met, 

J^.  Wa*  ti*e  prifoner  there  ? 

A*  Yes, 
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A*  Yes,  hewjs. 

fTell  us  what  pafied  at  the  meeting  ? 
Two  members  of  the  Gonftitudonal  Whigs  demanded  tot 
know  if  the  London  Correfponding  Society  would  addrefs  tho 
people.  Mr.  Baxter  recommended  to  take  his  cafe  into  confi- 
deration,  he  being  proiecuted  for  his  refinance  of  the  meeting 
at  Shojreditch  church*  The  divifion  No*  2,  recommended  to  pe- 
tition parliament  before  Mr.  Grey  brought  in  his  bill  for  a  par- 
liamentary reform. 

jS.  Was' Baxter  fupportcd? 
.  JC  He  was  not,  but  his.  matter  was  brought  on  afterward;  An. 
enquinr  was  made  whether  we  correfpond  with  the  focictie* 
formed  a*  Ipfwich  and  Woodbridge :  the  anfwer  was,  No*  Mr; 
Martin  recommended  not  to  publifh  any  thing :  the  times  will 
not  do,  he  fays »  you  cannot  oppofe  the  Treafury.  Then  Baxter 
brought  forward  a  motion  from  his  divifion,  No.  16,  for  th» 
delegates  to  confult  whether  they  would  lien  the  addrefs  at  the 
Crown  and  Anchor  Tavern ;  and  it  was  left  to  the  discretion  of 
qach  individual,  but  it  was  recommended  to  avoid  figning  it  if 
goifible* 

Do  y out  know  what  addrefs  that  was  ? 
^  That  was  the  fetriety  at  which  Mr.  Reeves  prefided;  it  is* 
called  an*,  addrefs  from  the  Crown  and.  Anchor  aflbciation*  for 
ifipporting  the  King,  and  Conftitution.;  and  the.  queftion  was* 
whether  they  fhould  fign  that,  and  they  wer*  recommended  to* 
avoid  figning  it  if  poffible.  A  letter  fent  to  Cozens,  chairman 
of  the  Norwich  fociety,  written  by  Mr.  Margarot,  that  we 
would  not  figHc;it»  nor  any  of  the  meetings,  and  defiring  him  to 
find  out  fome  wav  of  communication :  thev  fent  a  reply,  that  they 
had  fent  five  guineas  in  order  to  have  Mr.  Fox's  fpeech  fend 
down  with  expedition. 

Ms.Erskine.  What  jbeech? 

Af  In  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

JP,  A  fpeech  upon  what  occafion  ? 

X  Upon  a  parliamentary  reform.  They  were  to  publifh  feme 
band  bills,  and  fhew  thej^are  not  difbeartened,  and  are  deter- 
mined, not  to  fign*  butrto  perfevere.  Five  hundred  of  FoxV 
fpeech,  fifty  of  Mr.  Margarot's  letter  to  Mr.  Dundas,  and  fifty 
of  John  Bull  to  Thomas  Bull,  were  fent  down.  A  motion  was 
made  by  divifion  16,  that  each  divifion  prefent  the  ticket  to  any 
feldiers*  gratis*,  who  were-  willing  to.  enter,  but  to  caution  them 
at;  the  fame-  tim&  of  .their  danger*  This  was  not  agreed  upon. 
Was  this  on  the  fame  day  ? 

Yes,  Mr.  Margarot  brought  a  motion  from  divifion  24, 
that  the-  fociety  do  pj^lifh  our  determination  of  o«r  readinefe  to 
affift  the  magnates  j  aod.  that  we  wpujd  perfcvexr  iaa  parlia- 
mentary reform* 

L$rd>  FrefidtnU  Was  that  agreed  to  ? 

A.  Ycs> 


{    4«    11 

A.  It  is  the  opinion  of  this  divifion,  that  the  declaration  fhould 
be  rejected ;  Agreed,  likewife,  not  to  addrefs  the  King  at  all. 

j£.  What  fliould  be  rejcfted  ? 

A.  The  declaration. 

J^.  Was  that  a  declaration  of  the  principles  of  the  fociety  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell.  It  is  a  declaration  mentioned  in  the  lzft  re- 
port. Then  it  was  faid  Mr.  Grey  would  not  bring  forward  his 
motion  for  reform,  unlefs  the  petitions  were  prefertted  to  parlia- 
ment frbm  the  focieties ;  and  taey  agreed  to  petition  by  all  means, 
*nd  not  to  addrefs  them.  The  next  meeting  is  a  meeting  of  de- 
legates, ioth  January,  1793,  No.  31,  Compton  Street;  feven- 
teen  delegates  were  prefcnt. 

JK  Was  the  prifoner.there  ? 
T  Yes,  he  was.    The  declaration  was  ordered  to  be  laid  oh 
the  table ;  then  agreed  upon,  that  no  written  papers  ihotild  oome 
to  the  meeting  of  delegates,  but  by  a  treaTurcr,  prefident,  or  fe- 
cretary:  earned  unanhnotrfly. 

j?.  You  did  tell  me  that  Mr.  Hardy  was  there  ? 

A.  Yes ;  I  do  not  find  him  abfent  one  night.  Mr.  Margarot 
then  reported  that  the  country  correfpondents  did  not  fhme.  ' 

A  What  did  he  mean  by  jhine  f 

A.  That  is,  that  there  were  but  a  very  few  letters ;  and  fi« 
reported  that  he  had  fcnt  a  letter  to  the  people  at  the  Free  Mafons 
Tavern,  and  received  an  anfwer,  accepting  our  correfpohdeftce; 
that  a  reform  in  parliament  by  perfeverance  Would  be  obtained ; 
that  they  revered  the  eonftitution,  and  rccottirtrchding  to  u&  tobfe 
careful  of  mixing  foreign  polities  with  home  politics,  and  to  avoid 
foreign  correfpondence,  by  which  means  they  would  prevent  thfc 
imputation  of  levellers  :  finned  D.  Stuart;  to  the  Frfends  of  the 
People.  It  was  then  remarked,  that  tKi*  fociety  had  never  brought 
forward  their  prmciplfcs^  and  they  dttermitted  not  to  c6f  respond 
with  thchi.  Mr.  Bell,  one  pf  the  delegated,  ifi  conference  tS 
fomc  remarks  upon  this  letter,  faid,  *  Our  addrefs  tothfe  Conven- 
tion of  France  fhews  that  we  me*h  Hielt'  kwd.* 

j£.  Upon  that  heingfard,  permit  me  to  alk  whai  was  ddfte; 
was  it  afiented  to  or  dffiented  from  ? 

A.  It  was  approved  by  all  the  meeting. 

Q  Do  you  recolleft  whether  *ny  of  the  meeting  made  iaxf 
obfervations  upon  that  ? 

A.  Mr.  Margarot  faid,  « No  doubt ;"  but  there  wai  not  any 
body  elfe  that  objefted  to  it,  it  pailed  with  a  filent  affeht  of  the 
reftof  the  delegates. 

Did  Mr.  Margarot  fey  any  thing  dfe  I 
At  that  time  they  were  tinder  a  deal  of  difficulty  at  beirtfc 
Oilturbed  at  their  meetings  ;  then  it  Was  obfcrved,  by  ofie  of  the 
delegates,  that  Mr.  Pitt's  plan  to  have  1 00  member*  add^d  to  the 
Houl'e  of  Commons  would  not  do,  a*  it  would  ftill  give  thtrh 
more  advantage,  and  keep  from  a  -  proper  refarBt    Mr.  Qftrald 

then 
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then  faid  he  knew  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  Dolon,  that  was  fecre* 
tary,  and  one  of  the  Irifh  delegates,  was  gone  off  to  Ireland;  he 
knows  his  addrefe,  and  he  promifes  to  correfpond  with  us ;  faid 
the  Catholics  had  fucceeded  entirely;  Mr.  Bell  faid  he  knew 
Devereux  one  of  the  delegates;  and  then  it  was  propofedto  cor- 
refpond by  poft,  but  that  was  faid  to  be  dangerous,  as  no  letters , 
go  through  the  Poft-office.     That  is  the  whole  of  that  meeting. 

j^.  What  is  your  next  meeting  ? 

A.  The  next  is  the  14th  January,  at  Mr.  Hardy's}  that  Mr* 
Hardy  had  fent  50  of  oilr  addrefs,  and  12  of  Keriaint's  fpeech  to 
the  French  Convention,  to  different  correfpondents  in  the  coun* 

jg.  To  whom  ? 

J.  To  different  correfpondents  in  the  country. 

fWhen  you  fpeak  of  addrefles,  what  do  you  mean  ? 
I  mean  the  laws  and  rules  of  the  fociety. 

Lord  Prefedent.  This  was  converfation  at  Mr.  Hardy's  ? 

J.  Yes,  I  called  upon  him  at  Mr.  Hardy's  own  houfe<  The 
next  is  the  committee  of  delegates,  17th  January,  No.  31,  in 
Compton  Street.  It  was  then  reported,  thsit  19  or  the  divifions 
Were  kept  up  at  that  time ;  it  was  then  agreed  upon,  to  debate 
and  conuder  whether  or  no  the  age  of  18  or  21  was  the  mod 
proper  age  to  allow  of  voting  for  a  member  of  parliament;  and 
one  reafon  given  why  18  was  the  moft  proper  time,  at  the  age  of 
1 8  they  Were  liable  to  be  militia-men.  Then  there  was  a  commit* 
tec  formed  to  confider  Carter's  cafe,  and  of  his  family,  and  of  the 
mone  v  heceflary  for  their  fupport.  DivifionNo.  12  recommended  to 
confider  of  a  public  meeting  to  difcufs  concerning  a  parliamentary 
reform,  but  it  was  referred  back  again.  The  delegate  of  No.  15 
recommended  the  fociet/s  orders  or  addrefles  to  be  given  five  to 
each  member,  for  the  purpofe  of  delivering  them  out  to  the 
public. 

The  delegate  of  the  divifion  No.  4  made  a  motion,  that  the 
thanks  of  the  fociety  fhould  be  given  to  the  Mayor  of  Glafgow, 
to  a  fociety  at  Durham,  and  a  fociety  at  Dundee,  for  uniting  with 
us  m  our  intentions,  and  that  it  be  recommended  to  correfpond 
with  them.  Sixteen  delegates  prefent.  It  was  then  reported, 
Carter's  fentence,  which  ne  had  received,  fix  months  imprifon- 
ment,  to  pay  xool.  and  find  fureties  in  200L  each;  a  motion  was 
made  to  appoint  a  committee  to  enquire  into  the  manner  in  which 
his  defence  had  been  conducted  by  Mr.  Martin,  and  the  expence,. 
A  motion  was  then  made  for  all  the  delegates  to  meet  every  Sa- 
turday evening  for  public  converfation,  paying  a  penny  each 
night  for  the  room.  Agreed  to,  when  Carter's  bufinefs  is  done. 
This  public  converfation  was  for  the  purpofe  of  difcufling  the  po- 
litics of  the  times,  and  what  was  pafling.  The  next  is  January 
the  17th,  a  letter  from  Norwich,  that  they  admired  our  fpint 
and  condu&  very  much,  that  they  had  wrote  to  Mr,  Grey  on  the 
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llth  inftant,  that  the  friends  of  the  people  had  propofed  a  mild 
reformation)  and  wifli  to  know  if  they  are  friends.  The  focieties 
are  numerous,  and,  in  the  country,  magiftrates  prevent  their  in- 
creafe;  figned  Blake.  Benjamin  Hobhoufe  had  formed  afbciety 
at  Bath  agreeable  to  ours,  he  had  advifed  us  to  point  out  a  con- 
veyance; a  correfpondence  propofed,  to  know  how  they  went  on; 
a  letter  to  be  fent  by  port,  and  if  not  anfwered,  to  fend  by  Mr. 
Richards,  bookfeller,  at  Bath.  It  was  then  recommended  to  cor- 
refpond  with  the  fociety  at  Norwich,  through  the  means  of  Bell's 
•fociety.  The  next  is  January  24,  at  No.  31,  Compton  Street;  two 

fentlemen  came  with  'a  petition,  which  was  very  welt  drawn  up 
y  Mr.  Harvey,  of  the  Temple,  faying,  that  Thompfon's  houfe 
was  fearched  in  the  dead  of  the  night.  Mrs.  Thompfon  relies  on 
our  fupport  as  promifed,  and  it  was  then  determined  that  no  fuch 
promife  had  ever  been  made  to  her;  fhe  wanted  afliftance  to  go  to 
r  ranee.  Hardy  (aid  he  had  given  her  2L  16s.  on  the  5th  inftant, 
and  that  fhe  thanked  him.  Mr:  Martin  thought  it  fhould  be  re- 
jected; it  was  agreed  to.  Mr.  Martin  reported  that  he  had  an 
.ex-ojficfo  from  the  Attorney  General,  and  he  might  be  as  much 
an  obje&  of  fupport  as  fhe.  Upon  Mr.  Martin's  examination  he 
drew  up  a  long  brief,  and  fhewed  it  to  Mr.  Vaughan*  who  had  no 
obje&ton  to  defend  it;  he  afterwards  faid,  being  his  own  writing, 
he  did  not  like  it  fhould  appear  in  court ;  he  applied  to  Mr.  Er- 
'  fkine,  but  he  declined  it ;  Mr.  Garrow  was  applied  to,  he  declined 
it ;  Mr.  Fielding  was  applied  to,  and  he  declined  it  alio.  It 
was  faid  Grant  was  the  whole  caufe  of  Carter's  punifhment ;  he 
had  got  the  manufcript  of  the  bill,  and  he  declined  looking  for 
it. 

J^.  Who  faid  that? 

jf.  Mr.  Margarot  faid  fo.     It  was  then  refolved  that  Field,  the 

fub-fecretary,  fhould  apply  to  him  to  deliver  it  up,  and  if  he  does 

not  give  it  up  he  fhall  be  expelled  the  fociety,  and  then  he  would 

•  be  expelled  as  our  honorary  vifitor  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor 

Tavern. 

j£.  What  paper  was  that? 

A.  The  bill  that  was  ftuck  up  by  Carter,  and  which  he  was 
imprifoned  for:  it  was  mentioned  then  that  Littlejohn  was  like- 
wife  an  honorary  member,  and  he  would  alfo  be  expelled.  Mr. 
Martin  then  laid,  he  had  fee*i  Carter,  who  faid  he  had  got  in  his 
pocket  that  which  would  do  for  the  delegates;  it  was  then  deter- 
mined he  fhould  not  receive  the  guinea  per  week  as  formerly 
which  he  was  allowed  by  the  fociety,  unlets  he  aflc  pardon,  and 
the  manufcript  was  given  up  by  Grant.  A  letter  from  Norwich 
to  be  anfwered,  but  it  was  not  read;  a  letter  from  Richter,  fay- 
.  ing,  that  he  dare  not  attend  us,  but  we  might  depend  upon  his 
being  a  friend;  he  carried  the  addrefc  to  Mr.  Grant ;  the  delegates 
are  to  meet  next  Thurfday,  No.  8,  at  the  Seven  Dials;  a  dele- 
gate of  the  di villon  No.  5  going  to  France;  he  had  fome  copies 

of 
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oF  T.  Pairie's  vtorks ;  he  received  a  letter  from  a  friend  on  Tuef- 
day  night,  1 2  o'clock,  laying,  a  hint  to  the  wife,  you  will  all  be 
taken  up. 

4>.  Mr.  Hardy  was  prefent  ? 

A.  Yes,  The  next  is  the  3 1  ft  of  January,  at  a  meeting;  of  the 
delegates ;  amotion  was  brought  forward  by  the  delegate  No.  16, 
Mr.  Baxter,  withtng  that  out  of  each  perfon's  quarterly  fubfcrip- 
tion,  6d.  a  quarter  might  be  paid  only  to  the  divifion  to  which  he 
belonged;  and  the  other  7A  that  was  paid  to  §0  towards  the  ex- 
pence  of  their  room:  that  was  agreed  to  that  this  might  be' a  very 
proper  meafure  in  all  poor  divifions ;  and  it  was  remarked  and  at 
fented  to  by  the  whole  meeting  of  delegates,  that  fuppofing  there 
ihould  be  an  opposition,  that  if  the  two  parties  were  to  come  to  an 
open  rapture,  that  it  was  abfolutely  neceffary  to  give  encourage^ 
ment  to  the  two  divifions,  No.  16  and  25,  meeting  at  SpitaK 
fields ;  that  they  were  very  numerous,  and  it  was  very  neceflary 
to  keep  them  together.  There  was  a  good  deal  of  converfation.  I 
have  not  got  that  in  a  memorandum,  it  is  from  my  recollection 
that  I  (peak  this ;  it  was  agreed  upon  by  all  the  delegates  that  met 
at  this  time,  but  it  was  firft  called  for  by  Mr.  Baxter. 
.  i^.  How  much  have  you  of  that  in  your  minutes  ? 

A.  I  have  got  no  further  than  u  it  was  agreed  by  the  delegates  that 
this  might  be  very  proper  in  poor  divifions:"  the  other  is  from 
recollection,  which  I  remember  very  well.  The  reafon  was,  be- 
caufe  in  that  very  divifion  they  increafed  fo  faft,  that  very  fhortly 
they  would  have  as  many  in  that  divifion  as  there  were  in  all  die 
other  divifions  befides. 

J^.  You  call  this  divifion  you  .are  now  fpeaking  of,  one  of 
your  rich  divifions  ? 

A.  No,  this  is  the  meeting  of  the  delegates.  A  motion  was 
made  By  the  delegate  of  No.  7,  to  puWifh  a  letter  written  bv  a 
Mr.  Law  to  Mr.  Reeves,  giving  his  reasons  for  withdrawing 
himfelf  from  them,  to  (hew  the  infamy  of  their  proceedings  j  but 
this  motion  was  rejected,  and  inftead  of  it,  it  was  determined  to 
print  theBook  of  War,  or  who  pays  the  Reckoning;  referred  the 
extra&s  (or  one  week.  Our  letters  to  the  Friends  of  the  People  were 
directed  to  Mr.  Payne,  chairman  of  the  committee;  they  have 
directed  their  fecretary  to  write  to  us,  advifing  us  to  keep  from 
foreign  politics,  keep  good  order,  and  by  petitions  we  •  may 
fucceed. 

Is  that  another  letter,  or  the  fame  you  (poke  of  before  f 
This  is  only  giving  an  account  to  whom  they  are  directed 
when  they  correfpond  with  the  Friends  of  the  People  and  here 
there  is  an  anfwer  which  defires  us  to  keep  from  all  foreign  poli- 
tics, antf  avoid  foreign  correfpondence ;  this  was  anfwered  by  Mau- 
rice Margarot,  faying,  we  piean  to  proceed  orderly,  but  you  are 
not  explicit. 

Ha  &  Did 


JQ.  Did  Mr.  Margarot  fay  any  thing,  or  make  anyobfervation 
to  the  committee  of  delegates  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Lord  Prefident.  Does  your  minutes  mention  that  that  reply  was 
brought  in  to  that  committee  ? 

A.  This  is  the  heads  of  the  reply, 

i?.  Was  that  reply  produced  upon  that  day? 

A.  I  cannot  be  confident  of  th  t. 

Mr.  Erskine.  Do  you  mean  that  it  was  anfwered  in  writing  ? 

A.  It  was.  There  were  feveral  letters  written  by  Mr.  Mar* 
garot  without  being  fhewn  to  the  delegates,  whj<fh  he  told  only 
the  contents  5  but  after  having  done  it,  he  reported  that  he  had 
wrote  fuch  letter,  and  that  he  requeued  they  would  be  more  par- 
ticular y  your  concurrence  will  affift  us,  but  we  want  to  know  how 
far  you  mean  to  go  in  the  defign ;  but,  we  apprehend,  creating  a 
breach  with  us ;  as  that  was  the  cafe  with  them  and  the  Confix 
tutional  Society.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  converfation  in  confe- 
quence  of  that;  the  fociety  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  did  not  go 
fo  far  in  their  defign  as  the  London  Correfponding  and  Conftitu*- 
tional  Societies  did,  for  all  along  it  was  held  that  eventually  it 
muft  come  to  a  ftruggle,  I  fpeafc  that  from  recollc&ion,  hearing 
it  often  repeated. 

Mr.  Bower.  Do  you  recoiled  Mr.  Margarot  faying  any  thing 
after  this  reply ;  was  any  thing  further  done? 

A*  Mr.  Margarot  ftated,  that  there  was  a  difference  between 
the  Conftitutional  Society  and  the  Friends  of  the  People.  There 
were  thirteen  delegates  met  that  night.  A  letter  from  Sheffield 
ftating,  that  they  had  formed  a  conftitutional  meeting,  and  all 
agreed  upon  the  fame  thing  j  afked  how  far  we  meant  to  proceed 
this  time ;  a  reform  is  nugatory,  that  they  conceived  that  nothing 
will  anfwer  the  end  unlefs  univerfal  right  is  eftabliihed ;  they 
advife  a  general  petition  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  upon  the  pre- 
fent  inadequate  reprefentation,;  they  want  to  know  if  the  Friends 
of  the  People  are  true  friends ;  Mr.  Margarot  fays,  we  are  going 
on  too  fait  again. 

4£.  Was  that  an  obfervation  he  made  to  the  delegates  ? 
-  A)  Yes  i_  at  the  Tame  time  obferving,  that  petitioning  was  not 
(he  trije  mode  ;  and  at  the  fame  time  to  keep  the  public  mind 
agitated  with  a  reform,  it  was  neceiTary  that  petitions  fhould  be 
prefented  :  it  was  then  recommended,  that  all  the  divifions  fhould 
go  to  No.  5?,  Frith  Street,  and  fign  the  addrefs  of  the  Friends 
pf  the  Liberty  of  the  Prefs ;  that  is,  every  delegate  was  to  re- 
commend it  to  his  divifion  in  the  courfe  of  the  week.  Mr.  Mar- 
garot made  a  remark,  that  our  addrefs  to  Mr.  Reeves  was  not 
liable  to  any  puniihmenf,  or  he  and  Mr.  Hardy  would  have  been 
taken  up.  Mr.  Margarot  faid,  he  meant  to  invite  Sir  Sampfon 
Wright  to  his  divifion,  or  any  one  he  might  fend  to  it  j  tha$  was 
to  fhew  the  legality  of  ifc   1  fce  peat  that  I  have  is  only  a  report 
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at  the  division,  by  member?,  of  different  matters,  on  the  5th  of 
February,  in  Crown  Street 

Lord  Prejident.  Did  you  attend  no  longer  as  a  delegate  ? 

A.  Yes ;  this  is  a  meeting  of  the  divifion  No.  23.  Bam- 
bridge  read  a  minute  that  60  friends  had  declined  the  caufe  of 
meeting  with  the  fociety,  that  they  are  good  friends,  and  do  fup- 
ply  with  money :  that  there  are  certain  religious  focicties  in  the 
kingdom,  almoft  in  every  town,  whole  fentiments  lead  ftri&ly  to 
republicanifm ;  they  are  numerous  in  Birmingham,  Leeds,  Brif- 
tol,  Liverpool,  Manchefter,  Hull,  Derbyfhire,  and  particularly 
in  London;  the  fociety  in  London  are  beginning  juft  now  to 
organize  themfelves  agreeable  to  the  principles  of  France ;  their 
meetings  are  Mondays  and  Thurfdays;  and  it  was  then  faid, 
Auguftus  Frederick  Nordenfkiold  publifhed  Tom  Paine's  works 
in  Sweden. 

The  next  meeting  is  on  the  7th  of  February,  a  committee 
of  delegates,  No.  8,  Queen  Street,  Seven  Dials. 

Mr.  Bower.  There  the  prifoner  was  perfonally,  I  fuppofe  ? 

A.  Yes.  At  this  meeting  it  was  moved,  that  the  furplus  of 
the  quarterage,  if  any,  fhould  go  towards  paying  the  deficiency 
of  Mr.  Baxter's  divifion,  No.  16,  towards  their  room.  Divi- 
ijons  No.  25  and  16  being  poor,  we  muft  preferve  them,  they 
will  be  of  great  fervice  if  we  go  to  war.  This  from  M.  Mar- 
garot, 

Are  thole  the  Spitalfields  divifions  ? 
They  are. 

Lord  Prefident.  What  was  it  you  faid  about  Margarot? 

A.  That  was  the  obfervation  he  made  at  the  time. 

j?.  Was  the  expreflion  war  ? 

A.  Yes. 

£>.  Was  any  explanation  given  of  that  expreffion :  I  don't  alk 
how  you  underftood  it,  but  whether  any  body  particularly  ex- 
plained what  was  meant  by  war  at  that  time  ?     . 

A.  That  the  country  would  rife  againft  the  prefent  govern^ 
ment. 

f  Who  faid  fo? 
Mr.  Margarot 
J^.  Did  he  make  ufe  of  thofe  words,  or  did  he  make  ufe  of 
(be  word  war,  or  did  you  understand  that  he  meant  that  by  it  ? 

A.  He  made  ufe  of  the  word  war,  and  it  was  particularly  ex- 
pected that  there  certainly  would  be  a  rifing  in  the  country. 
jp.  Was  there  any  converfation  of  that  kind  that  night? 
A.  It  was  fpoken  of  particularly  that  night  by  fcveral  of  the 
delegates. 

Mr.  Erskine.  Have  you  any  note  of  it  ? 
J.  No;  but  I  remember  it  perfectly. 

J\  letter,  fent  to  Bath  j  fourteen  days,  no.  anfwer ;  no  letters 
reccive4  this  week.    The  Sheffield  letter  of  the  x  6th  of  January, 
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1 79  J*  by  order  of  the  Society  of  Conftitutional  Information 
conveyed  to  all  the  focieties,  requefting  to  know  how  far  they 
mean  to  go,  whether  they  were  of  one  opinion  to  petition  par- 
liament, for  a  parliamentary  reform ;  the  reftoratfon  of  the  right 
of  election  not  to  be  under  21 ;  by  doing  this  we  (hall  kribw 
how  far  we  can  fupport  Mr.  Grey's  "morion  this  feffion :  it  would 
give  ftrength  to  the  caufc ;  no  time  to  be  loft.  Mr.  Hardy  pro- 
poles  a  delegate  from  each  divifion  of  the  fociety,  to  agree  how 
10  proceed.,  Mr.  Fox  has  faid  in  the  Houfc  of  Commons,  that 
the  people  have  a  right  to-  aher  the  government  whenever  they 
gleafe ;  the  Scotch  Convention  have  done  it,  and  the  Irifh.  The 
London  Correfponding  Society  was  firil  formed  to  fend  a  dele- 
gate to  all  the  other  focieties  to  determine  the  heft  way  of  re- 
form. 

Lord  Prejident.  Who  makes  Mr.  Fox  fay  that  ? 

jf.  I  do  not  recoiled. 

4>.  You  gave  it  me  before  that' Mr.  Hardy  had  faid  it  ? 

/I.  No ;   Mr.  Fox's  obfervatton  is  made  by  fomebody  elfe,  I 
do  not  know  who*  1   , 

Mr.  Bower.  What  means,  m  firft  formed  ->'*  is  rt  defcriptive  of 
the  intention  of  the  fociety  when  firft  formed,  or  what  ? 

A.  It  is  an  observation  of  one  of  the  delegates,  faying  what 
their  firft  principles  were.  It  was  reported,  that  the  Friends  of 
the  People  in  the  Borough  ftill  exift,  and  require  their  intention*. 
It  is  agreed,  that  a  circular  letter  fliould  be  fcnt  to  all  the  focie- 
ties in  London,  to  meet  two  or  three  times  each,  and  come  to 
fome  determination ;  the  qoeftion  to  be  debated  at  each  divifion, 
What  is  the  beft  way  of  proceeding  ?  This  is  to  be  done  by 
advertifement,  in  Saturday's,  Sunday's,  and  Monday's  papers, 
that  it  would  be  difcufled  next  night  at  each  divifion  ;  that  there 
fhould  be  fix  advertifements.  Fifteen  delegates  met.  It  was 
then  determined  to  write  to  Sheffield,  and  inform  them  that  we 
will  anfwer  them  very  fhortly  how  we  mean  to  proceed.  That 
is  the  whole  of  that  meeting. 

Mujfuftice  Grtfc*  How  many  delegates  were  there  that  day  f 

A.  Fifteen.     The  next  is  the   14th  of  February,    1793*  a 
.  meeting  of  delegates.     The  divifion  No.  12,  held  at  Mr.  God- 
frey's, an  attorney,  in  Fore  Street,  chofe  him  their  delegate,  but 
we  rcje&  him,  being  LoH  George  Gordorfs  attorney,  and  they 
Ihrd  his  name  was  bad. 

Mr.  Botvir.  Why  did  they  rejeft  him  on  that  account  ? 

A.  They  were  determined  to  have  nothing  at  all  to  do  with 
"any  perfon  that  had  any  connection  with  Lord  George  Gordon. 
It  was  intimated,  that  Lord  George  Gordon  was  by  fome  means 
acquainted  with  what  was  going  on,  and  he  made  ufe  of  this 
Godfrey;  and  it  was  conceived  he  would  be  a  very  troublefbme 
perfon ;  and  that  if  the  name  of  Lord  George  Gordon  was  in  the 
Kft  of  members,  it  would  maker  theA  difrcfpcftful  in  the  eyes  of 
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the  public;  they  then  rejected  him,  and  refolved  to  hare  nothing 
to  do  with  any  body  concerned  with  him.  Divifion  \%  to  meet 
on  Tuefday  evening  at  the  Crown,  in  Newgate  Street,  and  if  they 
could  not  meet  there,  they  might  go  to  Robins's  CorFee-houfe, 
who  took  in  any  of  the  divifions.  It  was  agreed  next  meeting  to 
petition  parliament,  it  will  engage  the  public  attention  for  the 
prefent 

j£.  Did  you  hear  whether  there  was  any  delegate  chofen  for 
that  purpofe,  or  not  ? 

A.  It  was  agreed  to  confider  that  the  next  meeting ;  this  was  a 
delegate  meeting. 

j£.  Who  was  Godfrey  rejected  by  \  by  the  delegates,  or  Jn* 
own  divifion  ? 

A.  By  the  delegates. 

Lord Prefident.  What  is  your  minute  as  to  petitioning? 
A.  Determined  next  meeting  to  petition. parliament,  k  will 
divert  the  public  attention  for  the  prefent.  It  was  agreed  to  de- 
mand a  conference  of  the  Constitutional  Society ;  they  are  draw- 
ing up  the  date  of  the  reprefentation ;  they  are  going  as  far  as 
us  j  the  Friends  of  the  People  donvt  go  fo  far,  the  fociety  in  the 
Borough  don't  go  fo  far,  the  Holborn  fociety  fay  they  are  for 
republicanifm. 

£.  What  is  become  of  that  Holborn  fociety  ? 
A.  It  is  broke  up,  and  the  greateft  part  of  the  members  joinei 
the  Corresponding  Society  afterwards.  Aldgate  Society  is  now 
called  the  Bothcram  Society  \  that  fociety  has  fimce  broke  up. 
There  are  fix  focieties  in  London  to  confer  with ;  the  Friends  of 
the  People  have  not  yet  anfwered  our  letter. — A  letter  fent  to  the 
Conftitutional  Whits  at  Sheffield,  faying  we  are  about  a  general 
conference,  and  {hall  write  to  them.  There  are  two  Societies  at 
Norwich  united  have  wrot?  to  us.  The  Conftitutional  Society 
allure  them  we  are  firm,  and  mean  to  collect  the  general  opinion. 
There  are  three  queftions  for  confi deration,  a  petition  for  the 
King  or  Parliament,  or  to  call  a  Convention. 

Is  that  contained  in  the  letter  from  Norwich  ? 
This  was  a  queftion  to  the  meeting  of  delegates,  to  be  fub- 
mitted  by  each  delegate  to  each  divifion,  to  coniider  what  they 
ibould  do  at  that  time.  Fir  ft,  there  are  three  queftions,  whe- 
ther you  petition  the  King,  whether  you  petition  the  Parliament, 
of  whether  you  call  a  Convention :  it  was  remarked,  that  it 
would  be  well  to  decline  coming  to  any  refutation  ti  1  the  whole 
nation  are  agreed.  Then  Mr.  Margarot  fays,  neither  petition 
nor  remonftrate,  it  would  be  unconstitutional :  that  finifhes  his 
observation.  Then  k  is  reported,  that  the  Aldgate  Society  thank 
Mr.  Fox  for  his  fpeech,  faying,  that  the  people  might  alter  their 
conftitution  without  giving  their  xeafons  for  it.  That  is  the  ib- 
ciefy  that  waa-brought  forward  again,  and  called  the  Bothcram 

Society.  -  ~-> 
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The  next  is  the  diviflon  meeting  No.  23,  at  Crown  S'treef,- 
the  19th  of  February.  Upon  the  queftion,  Which  was  the  right 
age  for  ele&ion,  18  or  21  ?,  there  was  a  great  difference  of  opi- 
nion in  the  meeting ;  one  was  for  18  years,  ten  for  21,  and  one 
for  neither,  unlefs  houfekeepcrs.  Our  copies  of  the  petition  to 
parliament  to  be  diftributed  among  the  public ;  that  means,  that 
they  had  come  to  a  determination  to  petition  parliament,  not  the 
King,  nor  to  call  a  convention.  Field  met  in  clivifion  No.  12, 
at  the  Crown,  in  Newgate  Street,  but  they  were  refufed  meet- 
ing ;  they*  then  went  to  Godfrey's,  and  re-chofe  him  a  delegate  ? 
he  infifted  up6n  his  right  to  be  their  delegate.  This  lad  matted 
was  a  delegate  meeting,  21ft  February,  No.  31,  Compton  Street. 
Wc  had  no  othdr  way  of  getting  rid  of  them  but  by  adjournment, 
which  was  to  No.  57,  Charles  Street,  ,to  meet  on  Saturday  eve- 
ning ;  reported,  that  a  great  number  of  delegates  were  in  town 
from  Scotland,  upon  a  reform  in  parliament.  A  letter  from 
Southampton,  approving  of  our  plan,  and  want  our  addrefles  to 
form  a  fociety,  and  wanted  us  to  correfpond  with  them.  A  letter 
was  fent  to  them  by  divifion  No.  28;  the  Constitutional  Society 
do  adjourn  to  the  15th  of  March,  fuppofed  to  fee  what  Mr.  Grey 
does  in  parliament.  Agreed  to  write  t<xill  the  focieties  both  in 
town  and  country,  to  fend  a  petition  to  parliament;  no  time  to 
be  loft ;  ours  to  be  drawn  up  immediately,  and  we  arc  certain  that 
2Q,ooo  will  fign  it ;  if  they  are  all  rejected,  write  to  them  to 
continue  it,  and  then  it  will  be  time  for  all  to  unite  and  petition 
the  King.  Reported  Hkewife,  the  Friends  of  the  People  ap- 
proved of  Mr.  Grey's  remonftrance ;  it  is  a  leading  feature. 
Reported,  that  the  ferious  ftoppages  of  the  banks  refilling,  to  dis- 
count, would  aflift  the  caufe  by  creating  infolvency;  upon  that, 
failures  muft  accordingly  follow.  One  of  the  delegates  reported 
it. — A  letter  was  read  from  E.  Farley,  Efq.  faying,  that  he  had 
been  five  years  writing  a  treatife  on  the  illegality  of  imprifon- 
ment  for  debt;  it  was  faid,  that  we  could  not  give  him  the  fup- 
port  he  would  wi(h,  but,  however,  extracts  might  be  made  from 
that  book  fo  as  to  be  Serviceable.  A  letter  from  the  Friends  of 
the  People,  dated  the  15th  of  February,  in  anfwer  to  ours  of  the 
ift  of  February,  figned  Jer.  Carter,  chairman,  faying,  very  foon 
their  plan  would  come  forward  to  reform  all  the  abufes  exiit- 
ing.  Mr.  Reeves's  fociety  is  unconftitutional  %  their  object  is  to 
create  an  organ  which  fhould  fpeak  to  the  legiflature  ;  they  wilf 
not  give  up  their  power  of  a&ion  to  any  fociety;  they  fay,  that 
their  time  of  action  may  not  be  very  far  diitant :  this  is  the  be- 
ginning of  the  letter  from  the  Friends  of  the  People;  I  rather 
think  it  is  from  fome  country  correfpondent,  it  is  figned  Jeremiah 
Carter,  chairman. 

jj£.  How  is  it  introduced  in  your  minute  ? 

A.  A  letter  was  brought  and  read,  figned  by  Jeremiah  Car- 
ter, very  foon  their  plan,  &c.  date  15th  of  January. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Bower.  It  fliould  be  Curtis  inftead  of  Carter,  we  hate 
wad  the  letter,  . 

^  Did  you  hear  the  letter  read  ? 

A.  Yes.  Anfwered  the  Norwich  fociety,  that  we  think  tfie 
Friends  of  the  People  arc  friends  to  the  c&ufe.  Twelve  dele- 
gates met,  to  write  to  the  Bath  fociety.  A  motion  to  be  de- 
bated at  each  divifion,  if  they  gave  the  delegates  power  to  re- 
ject any  delegate  on  good  reafons. 

The  nekt  meeting  is  February  the  28th,  committee  of  dele- 
gates, at  Mr.  Stiff's,  58,  Paternofter-row. — 
•  .Motion  by  Mr.  Margarot,.That  the  thanks  of  the  London 
-Cdrrefponding  Society  te  given  to  Mr.  Fox,  and  the  minority 
of  44,  the  fame  to  Lord  Lauderdale,  &c.  for  their  opposition 
to  the  war.— Agreed  to  be  advertifed  in  the  Morning  Chronicle, 
Morning  Poft,  and  Ayre's  Sunday  paper.  It  was  oMerved,  that 
•the  war  of  the  Minifter  was  for  the  purpofe  of  diverting  the 
minds  of  the  people.  A  letter  from  Sheffield,  enclodng  their 
refoiutioqs,  pafled  on  the  13th  of  February,  by  order  of  the 
committee.— Refolved,  by  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Infor- 
mation, at  Sheffield,  that  war  is  the  greatcft  evil  ever  intro- 
duced to  trade — that  they  return  their  thanks  to  Mr.  Fox  for 
the  fupport  of  the  people  for  many  years  paft,  but  particularly 
this  feffion ;  to  Mr.  Erflcine,  for  his  defence  of  the  liberty  of 
thepreft,  Mr.  Grey,  Mr.  Sheridan,  Lord  Stanhope,  Lord 
Lauderdale,  &c.  &c.  copies  to  be  fent  to  each,  and  publifhed 
in  all  the  paper?  in  town  and  country.  Agreed  to  write  to  Shef- 
field, that  the  petition  to  parliament  will  not  fucceed  yet  at 
this  time,  that  it  wiH  not  anfwer  a  good  purpofe,  and  the  Lon- 
don Corresponding  Society  are  going  to  petition,  and  to  write 
to  all  the  focieties  in  the  kingdom  to  do  fo,  It  will  catrfe  the  Aib- 
ieft  to  be  agitated  every,  week;  that  there  was  no  time- to  be 
loft  $  and  faying,  that  we  equally  lament  the  War. 

j£  Was  there  anything  done,  any  letter  prepared  in  con- 
fequeqte/    . 

A.  The  London  Coitcfponding  Society  have  drawn  a  petition, 
which  was  prefented  by  Mr.  Gerald,  who  faid,  he  had  applied 
to  Mr.  Mackintosh,  who  faid  he  would  go  with  him  to  Mr.  Fox 
to  prefeht  k. 

Sfy  Were  any  letters  prepared  on  this  fubjeft  of  petitioning  ? 

A.  Mr.  Margarot  wrote  this  letter,  or  the  fubftance  of  it.    - 

Mr.  Bower.  It  is  printed  in  Appendix,  page  6j%  of  the 
Reports ;  it  has  been  read. 

Q  What  is  your  next.? 

A.  March  7th,  committee  of  delegates,  Frith-ftreet. 

4J,  Was  Mr.  Hardy  there  i 
<    A.  Tes,  Read  the  petition  to  parliament,  and  that  it  he  re- 
ferred to  the  divifion*.    The  difctiflion  of  that  took  Up  the 
whob  of  the  evening ;  *  v 
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^,  fto^u  ttthe  14th  of  March,  was  there  a  meeting  of  de- 
legates in  Compton-ftreet  that  day  i 

A.  There  was.  That  new  delegates  {hall  be  chofen  on  the  28th 

.  of  March.    The  delegate  of  divifion  No.  I.  moved,  that  the 

.  pamphlet  on  the  war*  wrote  by  Mr#  Frend,  of  Cambridge*,  and 

.  published  in  the  MSnchefter  paper,  (hould  be  reprinted,  and  feat 

to  all  the  divifions.  Mr.  Frend  of  Cambridge  is  trying,  and  likely 

to  be  excluded  the  college  ;  the  petition  to  be  made  out  upon 

.rolls  of  parchment,  and  each  delegate  to  have  one  to  try  what 

cofFee-houfe  would  take  it  in,  to  lay  to  receive  ^gnatn&es. 

..    The  next  meeting  is  March  the  21ft,  31,  Compton-ftreef. 

.  Baxter  reported,  that  there  had  been  eonftables  at  15th  divifion 

to  difperfe  them,  but  they  durft  not  go  up  to  the  meeting, 

~  it  being  fo  large  •>  but  told  them,  as  you  meet  to  overturn  the 

'  conftitution,  you  are  informed  that  warrants  will  be  taken  out 

againft  every  member.    A  letter,  March  the  15th,  from  the 

Birmingham  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information,,  figned 

John  Harrifon,  beginning  citizen  Hardy* 

Wr.,ErJkiru     Are  thole  letters  in  exiftence  any  where  I 

Mr*  Attorney  General*    They  have  been  read. 

Mr.  Bower.     Go  on* 

A.  It  begins  Citizen  Hardy,  requesting  to  correfpond,  to 
ftrcngthen  the  love  of  the  human  race,  and  to  reftore  the  re- 
presentation of  the  people* 

This  letter  was  not  addrefled  to  Piccadilly,  but  to  the  houfe 
.Mr.  Hardy  lived  in  before  he  went  there.— Reported,  That 
the  Friends  of  the  People  had  received  two  letters,  directed 
to  Mr.  Stuart.  Grant  and  Littlejohn  were  discharged  from  the 
London  Correfponding  Society  \  they  write  to  the  Conftitutional 
Society,  and  a{k  for  other  honorary  members  to  reprefent  them* 

A  What  was  Mr.  Grant  charged  with  ? 

A.  Grant  was  discharged  for  withholding  the  manufcript 
.formerly  mentioned,  and  Litttejohn,  for  the  neglect  of  his  cfi- 
vifion,  for  he  w*|  gone  off  to  Scotland.  ,   '  ■>. 

Lord  Prefidint.  .  Where  were  tbofe  two  letters  from  I 

A.  I  take  it  for  granted  from  Sheffield. 

JK  But  you  have,  not  it  down  ? 
,  No*  In  conference  of  a  former  resolution,  a  motion 
Was  made  to  print  a  tfcoufand  of  Mr.  Frend's  addrefs  tarepufc 
licans  and  antwepubiicaps,  to  make  extracts  and  ftrong  remarks 
^hereon,  by  Mr.  Margarot,  and  a  committee  was  appointed. 
There  were  fix  to  meet  fa  that  committee  in  Paterndftcr-rov^ 
in  Stiff's  houfe. 

Mr*  Bower.  The  38th  of  March,  I  believe,  you  will  find 
the  next  meeting.  « 

,.  A.  The  *8th  of  March,  31,  Compton-ftreet,  at  a  meeting 
pf  delegates  it  was  agreed  to  bring  all  <piarterages  nextThurt 
2ay.    lae  Patriotic  Society  in  Hol5orn,  joining  divifion  jq.  . 
M    ^  *  w m       j       tori 
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Lori  Ghitf  Baron* .  Was  this  the  Fame  feciety  that  you  nVen- 
tioned  before  ? 

^f.  The  fame*  And  the  report  of  the  numbers  of  fignature* 
to  the  petition  was  7 1 8,  and  five  {kins  not  yet  brought  in.  .A 
felecl  committee  chofe  to  make  new  laws  for  the  fociety,  and 
fiibmit  them  to  each  divifion,  the  committee  to  meet  every 
Thurfday  afternoon  at  Sve  o'clock ;  any  three  to  proceed  to  bu-J 
finefs,  the  other  delegates  allowed  to  vifit. 

Lord  Prefident.     Have  you  any  minute  of  any  debate  upon 
that  fubjcft,  of  the  ncceffity  or  occasion  of  propofing  this  com* 
mittee  ? 
*  A,  I  have  no  minute  of  it. 

Mr.  Bower.    Go  on  to  the  4th  of  April* 

A.  Here  is  the  remark  made  here,  the  committee  to  make 
extracts  from  Mr.  Frend's  addrefs  ;  that  they  were  to  ineet  oa 
Sunday  evening  The  4  th  of  April,  14  delegates  met.  The 
next  is  at  No.  31,  Compton-ftreet.  The  fete&  committee  were 
to  confider  of  their  future  regulations  *  firft  of  all  for  the  fo- 
ciety at  large,  the  general  rules  and  private  regulations  for  the 
admiffion  tif  numbers  ;  *  week's  payment ;  a  vote  of  exclu* 
fion  \  the  number  of  conftituents  before  you  branch  off.  The 
next  is  the  conftitution  of  general  principles  ;  committee  laws 
relative  to  itfelf  \  alfo  private  regulations  and  general  rules  for 
the  election  of  delegates  ;  laws  relating  to  the  fociety,  chair* 
man,  delegate,  and  door-keeper. 

Mr.  Bower.    It  is  not  worth  giving  this.     Go  to  your  next* 

At  the  meeting  of  the  nth  of  April,  No.  31,  in  Compton- 
ftreet,  the  report  was  that  2000  had  figned  the  petition  : 
««  Refolved, 

*  To  thank  the  Friends  of  the  People  for  their  impartial 
ftate  of  the  reprefentation.  It  was  then  raid,  that  the  Conftitu- 
tionai  Society  had  done  it,  and  had  requefted  them  to  do  it, 
and  in  their  letter  they  fay,  that  the  ignorance  of  the  people 
was  the  caufeof  the  corruption  of  the  fenate* 
«  Refolved, 
"  To  write  immediately  to  every  fociety  again,  and  requeft 
them  to  a  petition  direclly ;  fmall  bills  to  be  ftuck  up  in  the 
night,  informing  the  public  where  the  petition  lies  for  figna* 
tore.  Fourteen  delegates  met,  and  moved,  that  Mr.  Francis  be 
requefted  to  prefent  the  petition.  Recommended  by  divifion 
2,  to  advertife  a  general  meeting  at  feme  tavern,  and  may  get 
a  good  many  fignatures  to  it.    Already  figned  25 19  " 

J^.  I  believe  you  may  go  through  all  the  reports  of  the  per- 
fens  who  had  figned  the  petition  to  the  10th  of  April.  I  dion'r 
fee  any  thing  in  them  of  the  leaft  consequence ;  pleafe  to  go 
to  the  anniverfary  dinner  of  the  Conftitutional  Society  at  thtf 

Grown  and  Anchor  Tavern. 

~ '      -  I  %  A.  (R**i* 
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.  A*  (RtoJjfrom  minutes),  *  29th  April,  Crown  and  Anchor 
Tavern. 

j^s  Were  you  prefent  U  that  dinner? 

A*  I  was. 

J%j  Did  you  make  a  minute  of  what  palled  there  ? 

A.  I  made  this  minute,  that  many  of  them  talked  very 
boldly,  and  laughed  at  the  fears  of  the  public,  and  are  furc  * 
revolution  will  take  place  in  this  country. 

4J.  Who  was  in  the  chair  ? 
•  A*  Lord  Sempill,  chairman. 

j^  Go  on  with  your  minute*1 

A*  The  next  thing  I  have  got  are  the  icntiments  and  toafts. 
The  Rights  of  Man.— May  we  never  be  alhamed  to  affert  thofe 
principles  we  wifh  to  enjoy. — May  defpotifm  be  trampled  under 
the  hoofs  of  the  fwinifh  multitude  —Freedom  to  France,  and 
liberty  to  all  Europe— Thomas  Paine* 

Qj  Have  you  any  remark  upon  that  ? 

A.  I  have  a  remark,  that  Mr.  Horne  Tooke  caufed  him  to 
be  given  a  fecond  time.— -May  the  temple  of  freedom  have  the 
earth  for  its  bails  and  heaven  for  its  dome. — May  the  world  be 
our  country. — May  government  foon  ceafe  to  be  a  confpiracy 
of  the  few  againft  the  rights  of  the  many.— John  Home 
Tooke,  for  his  original  opposition  to  defpotifm.— -The  victim* 
of  defpotifm,  and  may  the  people  of  Great-Britain  have  cou* 
rage  to  redrefs  them.— Lord  Sempill.— Mr.  Fitzgerald,  &c^ 
— that  is  all  I  have  got  here. 

The  next  is  the  2d  of  May,  1793.  Mr.  Fox  wrote  to  Mr. 
Hardy  at  nine  o'clock  at  night,  faying,  that  by  our  faying  a 
rrdical  reform  in  parliament  was  generally  understood  univerfal 
fuffrage,  which  he  was  not  a  friend  to,  bat  would  prcfent  the 
petition  if  they  defircd  it;  in  confequence  it  was  determined  to 
get  Mr.  Francis  to  prefent  it,  and  to  get  a  friend  to  write  to, 
hiin  the  next  morning. 

The  petition  to  be  prcfented  on  Monday,  nnlefs  Mr.  Grey 
puts  off  his  motion. 

Two  of  the  Sheffield  delegates,  who  brought  up  their  peti- 
tion, made  honorary  members,  and  agreed  to  meet  Monday 
evening,  and  bring  in  all  the  £kins. 

Lord  Prtfident.  Did  you  fay  there  would  be  a  new  election, 
of  delegates  the  28th  of  Match  I 

+*•  -Xes* 

£1K  And  was  there  a  new  election  ? 

A.  Yes* 

Jg.  And  was  you  re-ele&ed  ? 

A.  Yet. 
*   Mr*  <$*""»    Have  you  any  minute  of  the  1 6th  of  May  ? 

A.  No.    I  have  miflaid  that  by  fane  njeanj  or  other. 

£.Do 
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$j  Do  yofl  remember  any  thing  puffing  on  tho  itithoft 
M?y,  ^when  Hardy  was  there,  refpe§ing  the  war,  or  ?ddrefs  ? 

-*  No. 

S$j  (To  Lauzun.)    Did  you  find  that  among  Mr.  Hardy's 
papers  ? 
a   Yes 

(The  Clerk  node.) 

«  Dated  So*th-ftreet,  2d  May,  1793,  figaed  Charles 
James  Fox ; 
«  Sir, 
.  «  I  an*  to  apologize  to  you  for  not  having  {boner  anfwered 
«  your  letter;  but  I  have  been  very  much  engaged  inbufinefs 
«  for  fome  days  paft.  I  certainly  will  prefent  the  petition  if  it 
*<  is  defired,  becaufe  I  will  not  decline  prefenting  a  petition  for 
"  any  of  my  conftituents  \  but  I  profefs  I  think  it  would  be 
«  better  to  be  prefented  by  fome  other  member,  becaufe  it  i* 
«f  generally  under itood  that  the  radical  reform  which  it  recom- 
«  mends  is  univeral  reprefentation,  to  whkh  I  have  always 
ff  been  an  avowed  enemy . 

•    "lam,  Sir, 
f (  Your  moft  obedient  and  moft 
"  Humble  Servant, 

«f  C.J.  FOX* 
.  Wtinefs.    I  have  got  the  paper  of  the  16th  of  May,  a  meet- 
{ngof  delegates,  Compton-ftreet. 

The  Norwich  letter  (The  wknefs  befttatcdy  net  being  able  dif. 
tmBlft*  read  Ins  notes.} 

Mr.  Bower.  If  they  are  fo  very  indiftind  you  cannot  r^Cad 
them,  you  had  better  fay  fo  5  it  is  of  very  lktloimportance* 

A.  A  petition  from  Ko.  7,  to  draw  up  a  remonftrance  againft 
the  war,  the  fame  as  divifion  No.  33  \  it  was  then  laid  Mr* , 
Hardy  had  received  an  anonymous  letter,  faying,  as  the  late 
petition  lay  at  your  houfe,  I  look  upon  it  you  are  fecretary  $  X 
am  a  friend  to  mas  and  folitary  rights  j  very  much  approves  of 
the  petition;  and  he  fubmits  it  in  his  letter,  that  if  a  petition 
is  brought  forward  againft  the  prefent  war  it  would  fucceed, 
this  being  a  populous  one ;  then  with  regard  to  the  fubicriptions 
and  expences  of  the  fociety. 

Mr.  Bower.  You  had  better  pais  it  over,  if  you  cannot 
make  it  out. 

Lord  PrefideuL  There  was  nothing  done  upon  that  letter, 
was  there  f 

A.  No. 

Mr.  Bower.  Go  on  to  the  23d  and  read  what  you  can  find 
ttuSexi* 

A.  That  is  a  meeting  of  the  delegates,  No.  31,  Compton- 
ftreet.  It  is  propoled  to  call  a  general  meeting,  .which  would 
be  an  irtvfiragable  proof  of  our  being  legally  aflcmblcd,  and 
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4rfinatio&  have  pubKflied  1 e,ooo  of  Mr.  Wharton^  fpeeeh, 
correct ;  Mr.  Margarot  will  get  1000  for  us. 

J%.  Have  you  any  thing  farther  of  that  meeting  ? 

A.  Nothing  more. 

J^  Was  there  any  divifion  meeting  upon  this  ? 

A.  I  don't  reeoilett  there  was. 

§*  Mr.  Erjkiru.  You  mean  to  fay  you  recolleft  there  was 
not? 

A.  My  anfwer  is,  that  if  there  has  been  any  thing  of  that 
kind,  I  have  not  made  a  memorandum  of  it.  I  don't  recollect 
there  was  any  thing  particular :  I  remember  it  was  find  by 
Mr.  Margarot,  with  a  great  deal  of  pleafure  within  himfelf, 
that  he  would  get  a  thousand  for  the  London  correfpending 
fociety. 

Mr.  Er/kine.  Is  that  a  note  i 

A.  No,  Ihave  no  minute  of  that — you  afked  me  for  my 
recolle&ion,  and  I  have  now  given  it  you. 

Mr.  Bower.  You  ceafed  to  be  a  delegate,  I  believe,  for  feme 
period  after  this  time  f  Was  this  the  laft  meeting  of  delegates 
you  attended  for  fome  months  ? 

A.  I  attended  on  the  thirteenth  of  June. 

Mr.  Bower.  This  is  the  15th,  and  after  that  you  ceafed  to 
be  a  delegate  for  fome  time  ? 

A.  It  was  £b. 

j§>.  Were  you  prefent  after  this  in  the  month  of  September, 
at  any  divifion  meeting  ? 

A.  Yes. 

S%j  What  time  in  September  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  15th  September. 

J^.  Upon  the  25th  September,  did  you  attend  any  divifion 
meeting,  and  where  i 

A.  I  attended  a  divifion,  No.  23. 

4J.  Where  did  the  divifion  meet  ? 

A.  I  don't  reeoHeci  the  name  of  the  cduft;  nfcar  -BuiAill- 
rowj  it  was  in  a  place  that  goes  out  of  Bunhiltodw,  through 
Blro*anchor-.alley,  or  fome  fuch  place. 

•  JS£  Tell  us  what  pafled  there  ? 

*  A.  It  was  reported  that  a  new  fociety  was  formed  at  Coven* 
try*  and  that  they  were  increafed  very  mueh  in  the  hft  month  \ 
and  it  was  reported  that  there  was  a  new  divifion  of  the  London 
correfpondmg  fociety,  -that  had  takeir  the.  number  10,  which 
had  ceafed  prior  to  this  time,  and  tjiey  met  at  the  Grove  10 
Bandy-leg-walk. 

JfJ;  Did  the  delegate  report  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  the  delegate  reported  h  at  the  committee  of  dde* 

Stes  5  this  is  the  report  from  one  of  the  divifion,  of  a  gen- 
jman  who  lived  at' Walworth,  and  was  going  to  join  the 
London  corrdfco»4ing  fociety  5  that  he  wrote  *  the  eflfenfive 

play- 


[    6$    J 

play-bill,  the  Guillotine  \  hi*  name  was  Crudefi  ;  it  was  men- 
tioned, among  other  circumftances  in  the  evening,  and  tt  was 
followed  up  by  a  remark  from  the  fame  perfon,  that  many 
people  fuppofed  he  was  employed  by  fome  of  the  convention 
of  France. 

4J*  Were  any  other  paffers  brought  forward  f 
.   A.  It  was  reported  that  there  was  a  petition  to  the  king, 
brought  forward  to  the  laft  meeting  of  delegates,  but  it  is  de-' 
clared  treafonable  by  Mr.  Van ghan,  in  confequenct  of  whicH 
another  was  to  be  drawn  up. 

A  When  ycru  fay  it  was  treasonable,  do  ydn  mean  to  Uf  M 
was  Mr.  Vaughan's  opinion  ? 

A.  It  was  reported  fo  by  fevtral,  that  Mt .  Vaughan.  had 
given  that  ad  his  opinion. 

J^,  Was  any  thing  done  upon  that  ? 

A.  No,  that  is  all. 

Q  Was  k  reported  by  the  delegate  ?  Did  he  repent  *nj 
thing  further  than  that  that  petition  wa£  fuppofed  tar  be  ttea* 
fbnable  ? 

J*  Only  that  another  was  to  be  drawn  up. 

Qr  ^as  any  tnulg  further  done  at  that  meeting  ? 

A.  I  have  no  memorandum'  of  any  thing  more. 

J£.  Have  you  any  recollection  1 

A.  No,  I  have  no  recollection. 

j^.  Go  on  to  the  next  meeting,  7th  October. 

A.  The  report  of  the  delegate  was,'  that  there  Were  f&  new 
thembers  that  week  elecled  $  Mr.  Bell,  who  was  at  Brighton, 
was  going  to  Ireland*  and  would  introduce  correfpondents  with 
the  iocieties  there,  from  the  Londonr  cofrefpondlng  (bciety* 
and  then,  at  a  meeting  of  delegates,  *  petition  was  brought 
forward  and  difcufled;  I  feppofe,  againft  the  vr&t  j  nothing 
more  was  faid  of  that ;  Mr.  Hodgfon  was  chofen  prefident, 
and  Mr.  Hardy  continued  fecretary. 

j^  Was  there  any  thing  more  done  at  that  time  ? 

A.  No  ;  the  next  meeting  is  November  jfth. 

Q  Before  November  5th,  were  you  pre&fct  at  any  odietf 
in  eeting  in  Hackney  or  any  other  place  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  don't  recolleft  the  day  of  the  month,  but  it  wa< 
ar  the  time  when  they  elecled  two  delegate*  to  fend  dowft  to 
tht  convention  in  Scotland. 

*  4J,  Were  tto*  delegates  ele&ed  ?  -     -r   [ 
jt.  Yes. 

J^  Who  were  tliey  i 

A.  Mr.  Margaret  and  Mr.  Gerald.  '   « 

*  £&  Who  was  prefident  at  the  fodety  at  that  time  I 

*  A*  Mr.  Hodgfon* 

Lflri  PnfidtnU  Where  was  this  ?  -    A 
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.    J.  At  the  houfe  m  Hackney-road  j  the  eleftion  "was  in  the 
garden  behind  the  hoiifc. 

Mr.  Bower*  Was  Mr.  Hardy  at  that  meeting  in  Hackney* 
road? 

A.  I  think  he  was,  but  I  will  not  be  pofitive. 

$lj  Then  come  to  the  5th  November,  what  mcetiiig  was 
jou  prefent  at,  at  that  time  ? 

J.  Divifion  No.  13 \  and  the  delegate  reported  that  Mr. Baxter 
was  choien  chairman ;  he  then  reported  that  Mr.  Margarot 
and  Gerald  went  to  Scotland  the  30th  of  O&ober,  and  that 
the  funds  were  very  low,  fobfeription  not  equal  to  the  ex- 
pences. 
-  4£r  Where  was  this  meeting  ? 

A.  In  Bunhill-row.  The  next  report  was,  that  a  fecond  dele- 
gate fhould  be  chofen  from  each  divifion,  to  form  a  fub-com* 
tnittce  to  revife  the  conftitution,  and  to  meet  every  Friday, 
No.  31,  Comptotvfh'eet.  The  next  report  was,  a  new  fociety 
formed  at  BrUtol.  The  next  was,  that  Colonel  Macleod  and 
Mr*  Sinclair  were  gone  as  delegates  to  Edinburgh,  from  the 
conftitutional  fociety.  The  next  meeting  is  divifion  No.  23, 
November  the  12th, 

^  Before  you  get  to  November  12th,  I  want  to  know  if 
there  were  any  reports  upon  the  5th  of  November,  rcipeffing 
Franklow  ? 

A.  I  have  no  memorandum  of  that* 

A  Do  you  recollelt  any  thing  about  it  ? 

A  I  recoiled  hearing  it  faid,  that  there  were  going  to  be 
aflbciations  formed  at  Lambeth,  and  that  they  were  about  learn- 
ing their  exercife. 

4J.  Be  fo  good  as  to  remember  all  you  can  refpe&ing  that* 

Mr.  Gibbs.    You  have  no  memorandum  of  this  i 

A  No.  . 

Mr.  Bower.    What  did  you  hear  ? 

A.  I  understood  they  were  going  to  form  themletres  into 
different  focieties ;  and  a  plan  was  forming  for  them  fo  learn 
their  exercife  at  different  places  all  over  the  kingdom,  and  that 
it  was  to  be  confined  to  the  members  of  the  London  corres- 
ponding fociety. 

.$•  Do  you  recolleft  any  thing  faid  further  about  the  plan  ? 

A.  Not  particularly,  but  afterwards  it  was  more  particularly 
brought  forward  -9  but  I  do*ot  know,  to  the  beft  of  my  recol- 
2*£Hon,  any  thing  more* 

Q  The  plan  was' at  that  time  not  completed  1 

A.  The  forming  of  that  fociety,  and  the  way  in  which  it  was 
meant  to  be  carried  on,  was  not  modelled  %  but  it  was  faid 
there  were  a  variety  of  people  who  intended  to  learn  their  exeiv 
clTe ;  but  Ah  at  Lambeth  was  the  only  one  that  was  mentioned. 

.       *  J&  Th*re 
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£>.  There  was  no  aflbciation  formed,  but  that  tt  Lambeth  ? 

A.  No,  it  came  out  afterwards,  that  there  were  members  of 
the  London  correfponding  fociety,  who  had  a  defire  of  intro- 
ducing the  exercifing  of  the  Losdon  fociety's  divifions  on  dif- 
ferent nights. 

J^.  Was  that  acceeded  to  ? 

A.  It  was  rejected  at  No.  20. 

5>.  Who  was  the  prefident  of  the  fociety  at  that  times  the 
5th  of  November  ? 

A.  The  report  was,  that  the  laft  committee  night,  Mr.  Hodg* 
fcn  had  refigaed  the  chair,  and  Mr,  Baxter  was  choieh  prefi* 
.dent. 

Qj  You  was  going  to  the  t  ath  of  November  $  were  you  pre* 
fent  at  any  meeting  on  that  day  ? 

A*  It  was  a  divifion  meeting,  No.  23, 

^.  Where  was  it? 

A*  At  the  fame  place* 

3.  What  was  done  at  that  meeting  ? 

A*  Read  a  letter  from  Norwich,  from  all  the  focieties  there; 
figned  William  Cole,  approving  of  the  convention  in  Edin- 
burgh, and  requcfting  a  conftant  conrefpondence.  Finances 
axe  very  low,  they  waat  to  get  a  fecond  fubfeription  to  fupport 
the  delegates  in  Scotland. 

Lord  Prefident.    The  finances  at  Norwich,  or  yours  ? 

A.  From  Norwhich  I  take  this  to  mean,  and  then  there  fecm* 
to  be  a  kind  of  inftrultion  in  a  letter  lent  to  the  delegates  to 
viHt  all  the  focieties  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  Bnver.  Was  that  the  regular  ordinary  courfe,  in  which 
it  was  reported  in  the  focieties  ? 

A.  Y««. 

Q  Is  this  that  you  are  talking  of,  a  part  of  the  letter,  of 
what  was  done  in  the  fociety  in  confecquence  of  it  ? 

A.  In  confequence  of  it — That  the  finances  of  the  London 
correfponding  fociety  were  very  low,  they  want  fo  get  a 
fecond  fubfeription  to  fupport  the  delegates  in  Scotland :  I 
thought  it  came  from  Norwich  at  firft,  but  upon  looking  at  k 
again,  I  think  it  is  rather  the  report  of  the  delegates  from  the 
committee  of  delegates. 

Lord  Prefident*  Having  given  that  explanation  of  that,  tell 
*t  what  was  meant  about  the  inftruclion  I 

A.  The  inftruftion  was  in  a  letter  that  has  been  fent,  but 
by  whom,  I  have  got  no  memorandum  here,  to  die  delegates 
to  vifit  all  the  focieties  in  Scotland. 

Lord  Preftdent.  Do  ypu  mean  that  there  was  an  inftru£tion> 
fent  to  them  in  a  letter  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Mr.  Erjkine.  Did  you  fee  the  ltftfr,  have  yop  a  note  of  the 
letter  f 

K  %  A.  No, 


<  A.  Ho;  it  was  reported  by  the  delegate*  that  there 
voingto  be  a  fecond  general  meeting,  to  be. held  at  Edin- 
burgh^ but  it  was  Afterwards  altered,  and  it  was  intended  t<j 
have  it  at  Glaigow,  inftead  of  Edinburgh.  This  was  the  1 2th 
of  November. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  There  are  fome  notes  that  yoq  have  gone 
through  ?  ' :  '     9    ' 

A,    xes. 

J^.  Thofe  that  you  have  gone  through}  pleaie  tp  let  m* 
look  at  (the  witoeft  bonis  them  to  Mr.Gibbs.) 

Witnefu  I  hope  you  will  be  kind  enough  to  give  me  them 
again. 

.   Mr.  Gibk.  What  right  have  you  to  infinttate  that  I  would 
not  ? 

A.  I  did  not  mean  to  infinuate  any  fuch  thing. 

Mr.  Bower.  When  was  you  re-eletted  a  delegate,  if  you 
ever  was  fo  ? 

ji.  The  firft  time  I  attended  the  fociety  of  delegates  was 
On  the  2d  of  January,  1794. 

Q  Was  Mr.  Hardy  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  was  fecretary. 

j§\  Now  go  to  the  2d  of  January,  1 794. 

A.  The  firft  beginning  is  the  election  of  delegates— I  believe 
1  need  not  call  them  over  ;  the  firft  refolution  was  to  remove 
the  meeting  to  No.  3,  New  Compton-ftreet  \  then  a  refolution 
was  palled,  that  no  perfon  but  had  belonged  two  months  tq 
the  fociety  was  eligible  to  be  a  delegate. 

J^.  W  hat  was  done  ? 

A  It  was  propofed  to  draw  up  a  band-bill,  to  approve  of 
the  conduit  of  the  delegates  at  Edinburgh,  cenfuring  the  magis- 
trates, and  to  distribute  1000  in  Edinburgh  j  and  they  were, 
to  be  fent  down  immediately  to  be  difperfed* '  "  ' 

^  How  foon? 

-*#.,To  the  beft  of  my  recolle&on,  it  was  the  following 
evening,'  I  think,  that  they  were  to  be  fent  off— A  letter  v/a* 
read,  from  Sheffield,  figned  William  Brown  Bromhead,  chair- 
man, recommending  fome  fpirited  refolutions  to  be  adopted, 
to  fupport  the  delegates  immediately  ;  and  it  likeways  fays, 
that  at  thb  meeting  they  were  about  2009  j  I  believe  that  is 
all  that  meeting— The  next  I  have  is  the  9th  of  January,  an4 
which  I  "believe  was  at  No.  3,  New  Compton-ftreet. 

jP.  Do  you  find  the  prifoner  prefent  ? 

Zlam  inclined  to  think  he  waa  there,  though  I  have  not 
his  name  down*  , 

J^  Then  you  are  not  fure  whether  he  was  there  or  not— 
Tell  us  what  paft  there  ? 

A.  I  have  the  names  of  a  number  of  delegates  and  other 

^  people, 
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people,  vrkQ  were  to  be  ftewards  at  a  meeting  to  be  held  oi| 
the  20th,  I  think. 

.  j^.  Let  us  know  what  pafied  at  the  meeting  $  if  yon  find 
any  thing  tq  (how  that  he  was  tl^ere,  we  will  take  it  $  if  not, 
we  will  take  it  that  he  was  not  there  i 

A.  A  general  meeting  to  be  held  at  one  o'clock,  on  the 
20th  inftant,  at  the  Globe  Tavern,  jStrand,  and  then  a  din*v 
ner  at  five  o'clock  j  a  fab-committee  was  formed  for  the  ma- 
nagement of  this  meeting,  the  names  put  down  for  the  ftewards 
of  die  meeting,  John  Thelwall  j— but  the  fub-committee  that 
undertook  that  management  of  it,  from  the  9th  to  the  20th, 
was  Franfclow,  Thelwall,  and  Stiff.  The  ftewards  were  Mr. 
TThelwall,  and  John  Agar. 

4£,«  Have  you  them  at  full  length  in  your  minutes  ? 

Ai  I  may  be  miftaken  in  the  Christian  name :  I  have  got 
down  John  Agar.  Stewart,  Kyd,  Barrifter,  John  Lovett,  H.  F. 
JIarrifon,  and  J,  Stiff,  Bartholowew  Peacock,  J.  Philip  Frank- 
low,  Thomas  Harris,  C.  Sinclair,  J.  Powel^  W.  Williams^ 
Thomas  Mitchell,  John  Pearce,  Matthew  Moore,  William, 
Moffatt,  J.  Martin,'  an  attorney  ;  William  Moffatt  was  a  de7 
legate  of  the  conventiqn  at  Edinburgh  ;  it  was  agreed,  that  the 
tickets  for  dinner  were  to  be  five  (billings  2  thofe  that  dined 
paid  5s.  6d.  and  thofe  that  did  not  dine  paid  6d;  for  thefc 
tickets-«-The  fub-committee  ordered  to  draw  up  an  addrefs  tq 
the  public,  to  fhew  the  fenfe  they  had  of  their  invaded  rights, 
by  the  proceedings  of  the  magiftrates  at  Edinburgh. 

3.  Was  any  thing  elfe  to  be  diftufled  ? 

At.  It  was  mentioned  at  that  meeting,  that  they  fhould  diC* 
cufs  the  conduit  of  the  Right  Honourable  Mr.  Dundas,  con* 
cerning  the  trials  of  the  delegates  at  Edinburgh. 
•   ^j  Who  were  the  fub-committee,  for  the  purpofe  of  draw* 
tng  up  this  letter  and  difcuf&ng  his  conduit  ? 

A.  I  have  not  got  dowu  the  names. 
-  4J;  Was  it  a  different  fub-committee  to  that  who  were  to 
manage  the  dinner  ? 

A.  Yes.  The  next  minute  I  have,  is  the  20th  of  January, 
at  the  Globe  Tavern. 

Sh  Have  you  no  further  minutes  of  the  bufinefs  of  the  9th 
of  January,  you  have  not  yet  come  to  the  fub-committee  :  if 
that  an  entry  in  the  minute  pf  the  9th  or  the  20th  ? 

A.  There  was  a  fob-committee  to  be  chofen,  but  I  have  not 
got  down  the  names.  #• 

j^.  Was  any  thing  agreed  upon  to  be  propofed  on  the  20th 
of  January,  about  the  fociety  in  general,  by  this  fub-committee  ? 

A*  I  have  read  over  what  minutes  I  have. 

J%.  And  you  rccolleft  nothing  more  i 

4*  I  do  not. 


t    7<>    3 

j£.  At  the  time  you  ceafed  to  be  a  delegate,  from  MUffiim* 
»er  to  Chriftmas,  how  came  you  to  ceafe  to  be  a  delegate  ? 

A.  \  ceafed  to  be  a  delegate  in  confequenee  of  one  of  the 
London  correfponding  fpciety,  making  a  report  fome  time 
back,  that  1  was  a  fpy  upon  the  (bciety,  and  was  tried  in  con* 
fequwee  of  it,  I  think  on  the  13th  of  June ;  I  was  tried  a£ 
the  committee  ofCcIelcgates. 

£>j  What  was  the  rcfult  of  the  trial  ? 

A.  I  was  acquitted  by  a  very  great  majority. 

Q  Having  been  acquitted  by  a  majority,  you  were  elected 
a  delegate  before  the  time  you  are  fpeaking  of  i 

A*  I  was  elected  a  delegate  at  a  new  meeting  \  the  fjrft  I 
attended  afterwards  was  on  the  2d  of  January,  1794. 

Mr.  ErJkitK*  What  time  was  it  you  was  reported  as  a  fpy, 
4nd  tried  ? 

A*  I  think  it  was  the  13th  of  June. 

Mr.  Stiver.  Now  come  to  the  20th  of  January :  'were  you; 
prefent  at  the  Globe  Tavern  i 

A.  Yes,  at  a  meeting  at  the  Qlobe  tavern  J,  Martin,  prefidenf . 

£K  What  time  did  you  go  to  the  Globe  tavern  that  day  i 

A.  I  went  to  the  GJobe  tavern  before  the  company  were 
aiTembled,  or  the  buiinefs  began,  but  I  don't  recollect  precife-r 
ly  the.fcpur;  thsy  were  affembled  in  the  room  up  one  pair 
if  ftairs,  and  in  the  courfe  of  their  confutation  with  each 
\>ther>  and  talking  together,  the  floor  of  the  room  gave  way, 
and  created  a  vaft  deal  of  eonfufion. 

j^.  Of  courfe,  in  confequenee  pf  that,  they  did  not  Jbv 
ia  that  room  $  where  did  they  go  next  i 

A*  To  the  room  above. 

Q  Were  you  there  any  time  in  the  afternoon  ? 

A*  I  was  there  before  the  bufinefs  began,  and  I  was  there 
till  the  bufinefs  was  iinifhed,  and  the  refolutions  at  that  time 
were  read  :  I  have  the  report  of  it  here. 

J%j  After  the  floor  of  that  room  had  given  way,  and  they 
had  got  into  the  rgom  up  flairs,  in  what  fituatfon  was  the 
.  chairman  1 

A*  There  was  a  place  built  for  a  mufician,  at  one  fide  of 
tjie  room  5  that  was  the  place  where  Mr.  Martin,  Mr.  Ran)*? 
fcy,  Mr.  Richtcr,  and  Mr.  Theiwajl  were. 

j^.  Was  the  prifbner  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  was  ;  but  he  did  not  ftand  in  the  front. 

4J,  Who  ftood  in  the  front  i 

4.  Mr,  Martin,  Mr.  Thelwail,  Mr.  Ramfey,  and  Mr. 
Richtcr ;  a.  deal  of  time  was  taken  up  by  the  report  of  Mr.' 
Ramfey,  fhort-hand  writer,  who  reported  Mr.  Margarot's 
trial,  and  next  was  carried  the  addrefs  to  the  nation. 

j^  You  adjQurned  into  another  room  to  dine— was  it  a 
public  dinner,? 

A.  There, 
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j4.  There  were  a  very  great  number  of  people  there!  tor  din- 
ner ;  to  the  beft  of  my  recollection  I  was  not  in  the  fame  room, 
J  did  not  dine  frith  the  large  company ;  I  was  in  an  adjoining 
room,  With  a  few  of  the  company  who  could  not  get  feats  :  I 
came  into  the  large  room  after  I  had  dined. 

i^  Was  the  prifoner  in  the  room  that  you  came  into  after 
you  had  dined  i 
A.  Yes,  he  was. 
^  Was  Mr.  Theiwall  there  ? 

A.  Yei,  he  was  chairman  at  the  dinner,  and  Mr.  Martin 
was  prcfident  at  the  binlnefs. 

Q  Tell  us  what  paft  when  Hardy  and  Theiwall  was  in  the 
room  after  dinner  ? 

A.  The  report  I  have  is  of  the  toads  after  dinner. 
j^.  I  want  to  alk  if  there  were  any  refolutions  propofed  by 
Theiwall,  and  agreed  to  by  the  affembly  there  aflemblcd,  wkh 
reference  to  the  general  obje&s  of  the  fociety  ? 

A.  I  have  a  memorandum  here,  that  after  Mr.  Ramfey's 
report  of  Mr*  Margarot's  trial,  next  was  read  and  carried  the 
addrefs  to  the  nation,  which  was  read  and  carried  at  that 
meeting,  though  it  was  drawn  prior  to  that ;  then  follows  the 
dinner  and  the  toads  i  there  were  feveral  people  in  the  courfe 
of  the  converfatioh  whom  I  did  not  know  ;  a  great  number  of 
people  had  got  together,  and  I  made  the  remark  that  there 
was  very  bold  language  made  ufe  of. 
Q  Go  to  the  23d  of  January  ? 

A.  No.  3,  Compton-ftreet,  January  23,  17941  a  meeting 
#f  delegates. 

Was  the  prifoner,  Mr*  Hardy,  there  ? 
Yes. 
£K  Tell  us  what  pafled. 

A9  He  was  there  recommending  hand-bills  to  be  ftuck  up 
in  every  part  of  London,  faying  what  grievances  we  wtfhed 
to  have  redrefled. 

Mr*  Erjkint.  Do  you  mean  that  there  was  a  refolution  made  > 
A.  It  was  agreed  by  the  delegates.  The  next  thing  that 
came  forward  was  a  box  for  the  Fubfcription  to  fupport  the  de- 
legates in  Scotland,  which  was  13I.  3s.  $d.  and  9  bad  (hillings  ; 
it  was  propoled  to  publiih  the  names  of  thofe  who  had  given 
evidence  againft  the  patriots,  but  was  obje&ed  to  by  Mr.  Thei- 
wall, as  it  might  produce  maflacres.  It  was  propofed  at  that 
time  to  choofe  two  fob-delegates  to  watch  the  parliament  every 
night,  and  all  to  meet  every  Thurfday ;  butthcfub-delegatc's 
was  not  carried* 

4J.  Which  part  was  carried  ? 

A.  A  committee  was  chofen  that  night,  but  I  have  not  got 
fhe  names  of  them,  for  the  purpofe  of  watching  the  parliamen- 
tary proceedings.  . 

A,  That 
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$.  That  part  was  carried  ? 

A.  Yes.  / 

£K  But  the  fub-delegate  part  was  n6t  carried  ?  .  . 

A.  No.  It  was  propofed  that  that  committee  foould  hi 
made  perpetufcl,  but  I  have  no  memorandum  whether  it  was 
carried  or  no :  that  is  all  I  have  of  that. 

j£.  Was  there  any  proposal  made  for  printing  any  thing  ? 

A.  It  was  propofed  to  print  the  names  of  thofe  who  had 
given  evidence  againft  the  patriots.-  It  was  recommended  that 
the  hand-bill  (houkL  be  ftuck  up  refpe&ing  our  grievances'. 

£>.  You  don't  recoiled  any  thing  elfe  i 

A.  No» 

j§>.  Now  go  to  the  30th :  was  you  pfefent  at  any  delegate 
meeting  upon  that  day  ? 

A.  Yes,  at  No*  3,  New  Compton-ftrcct. 

£>.  Was  Mr.  Hardy  there  ? 

A.  Yes ;— -dithion  No.  Ii,  recommended  to  divide  the  me* 
tfoptolift  into  parts,  and  to  requeft  ail  thofe  who  don't  belong  to 
us,  to  fubfcribe  for  the  delegates :  this  wa$  referred  to  thr  con-' 
ftitutional  committee. 

£K  I  don't  underftand  what  is  meant  by  opening  the  divi- 
fion* to  all  parts  i  t 

A.  To  open  houfes  all  over  London  \  thofe  who  lived  at 
any  particular  place  was  to  colled  all  the  friends  who  lived 
thereabouts,  and  fo  all  over  London. 

£%.  Was  there  any  number  of  members  agreed  upon  to  com- 
fofe  thefe  feveral  meetings  ? 

A.  We  always  held  in  idea  the  regulation  we  had  to  form,  was 
that  when  a  divifion  was  more  than  thirty,  forty,  or  fixty,  they 
ihould  branch  out  and  have  a  new  number. 

^j  There  was  no  particular  number  of  perfbns  propofed  ? 

A.  No :  divifion  No.  1 3  recommended,  that  as  these  are  many 
perfcctited  friends  who  do  not  belong  to  us,  that  a  member 
be  requefted  to  invite  other1*  to*  comje  forwards  and  fobfcrib© 
in  Aipport  of  the  delegates. 

4L  How  much  was  to  be  fubfcribed  ? 

A.  As  much  as  they  could  prevail  upon  them  to  fubfcribe; 
Divifion  No.  8,  Rotherhithe,  wWhed  to  know  if  they  fhouli 
be  removed  into  tho  borough,  having  had  a  conftable  after 
them,  many  havingioft  their  bufinefe,  and  being  afraid  of  prefc 
gaag*.    The  next  was  a  call  of  the  houfe. 

Q  You  need  not  read  that,  go  on. 

A.  A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  ThelwaU,  for  a  permanent 
committee  of  delegates  to  confider  of  meafures  tcbeporiueA 
k  rrlg  thc  Prefent  pofture  of  afiaks,  and  to  be  a*  fecret  one r 
thofe  of  the  general  committee  of  delegates  chofe,  to  be  filled 
^  ^y  other  delegates,  and  they  were  to  be  invefted  with  a  dif- 
cretionary  power  to  report  to  the  committee. 

3,  'What 
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-  -  %  What  committee  ?  . 

.   J.  The  committee  of  delegates :  bt*t  the  committee  of  de* 
legates  had  a  power  to  difiblve  them  when  theypieflfed.  - 

i£.  Is  it  mentioned  of  whom  thf  fecret  committee  were  to 
eonfift  ? 

•  »    *  

A.  The  fecret  committee,  Mr.  Martin,  Mr.  Baxter*:  Mb 
Thelwall,  Mr.  Williams,  and  Mr.  Moore,  and  carried  unani- 
jnonfly.  •  . 

>.  Was  there  any  fecretary  appointed  I 
£  None,  ..... 

.    ^*  What  was  to  be  the  power  of  this  fecret  committee  i 

4.  The  fecret  committee  were  to  consider  of  what  imtftrff 
were  neceflary  to  be  adopted  at  that  timet,  and  ft*  long  ft*  tfctfy 
fhoold  fit,  according  to  the  meafures  that  yr*re  adapted  in,  ffcf 
Jioufc  of  Commons. 

<£.  And  what  were  they  to  do  i  wen  they  thmfetol  tpxmf 
any  meafure  into  eficft?  .      .*   .  •   '  * 

A.  The  fecret  committee  was  to  have  a  power  to-isHtkpgfit 
neral  committee  of  delegates  together  whjen  thay  fatf\  proper, 
at  any  time  and  at  any  place  :  that  was  agreed*  tpalfih      .  ••,;/,. 

/£.  What  was  the  next  thing  to  t^e  done  i  . 

A*  A  fab-committee  of  three  to  confide*  of  tivj;  b£ft-*J£3W& 
of  railing  fuhferiptjons  for  the  delegates  in  Sfxtthmc\|  tfei*  w$* 
referred  to  the  fecret  committee,  with  full  power*  ; 4 

3J.  What  was  the  next  thing  don?? 
•  A.  There  was  a  letter  from  Mr.  Margarot,  but,  I  don?  i  rp&U 
left  the  contents  of  it  5  it  was  propofed  by  Mr,TMwaUj>  tfr# 
a  committee  of  two,  as  a  committee  of  exigence,  &9i*ld  be 
called  to  report, 

^.  How  was  that  committee  to  be  formed  ?  two  froo^  ^ 
fhe  fixteties,  or  how  Were  they  to  be  formed?  .    , 

A.  I  have  it  down  here ;  the  committee  of  two  as  a  cqjjn* 
mittee  of  exigence  to  report  to.  the  g*ne*al  edtomktee,.  bu£not 
to  publifli  any  thing,  but  it  was  withdrawn :  A  letter,  dated 
2^th  Jan.  1794. 

«  TooktfHtndtae*  rtwed  fromtheBrlMConOitntiopal 
Society,9'  and  that  they  were  encreafing, 

$.  Gcftothetith  of  Februarys  what  meeting  was  tlyit  ?  . 

A.  A  meeting  of  delegates. 

3.  Was  Mr.  Hardy  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  was :  the  firft  thing  mentioned  there  was  a  let- 
tor  received  from  citizen  Stiffs  of  Rogherbitbc*  a^opf;  the  fo- 
ciety  eftablifhed there  being  difturbed  there:  thencomes  a  motipu 
from  ^ the  permanent  committee  Id' nominate  others  in  their 
places,  it  being  a  fecret  committee,  and  thofe  to  be  appointedf 
not  to  be  koa^n  $  tfeia  was  a.  motion  brought  forward  by  tb* 

Vol.  II,  L  fecret 
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'  fecret  Committee,  faying,  that  being  a  committee  of  fecreey, 
they  found  it  was  dangerous,  and  they  called  the  general  com- 
mittee to  difiblve  them,  and  give  them  power  to  choofe  another 
committee  in  their  place,  and  requefted  that  they  might  not 
be  compelled  to  name  the  names  of  thofe  who  were  to  form 
the  new  fecret  committee. 
I  Q.  What  elfe  was  done  there  ? 

A*  Divifion,  No.  11,  requefted  the  committee  to  confider 
the  cafe  of  Mr.  Hodfon  and  his  wife  t  he  was  put  among  the 
felons,  and  could  not  fee  his  friends :  this  was  fent  back  on 
account  of  the  lownefs  of  our  funds :  we  had  been  obliged  to 
fupport  the  delegates  in  Scotland.  Motion  not  carried,  that 
the  names  of  thofe  who  have  fubferibed  for  the  weavers  be 
printed  and  pefted.  Letter  was  received  in  a  parcel  from 
Sheffield  from  Margarot  to  Mr.  Hardy,  recpiqmehding  him  to 
foetid  all  his  time  iathe  fociety.  Letter  from  Mr.  Gerald,  re- 
commending them  to  fend  down  a  fliort-hand  writer  to  take 
do^iv  his  trial. 

<j\  Was  any  thing  done  upon  that  letter  of  Mr.  Gerald 
about  finding  a-  (hort-hand  writer  ? 

A.  It  is  mentioned  that  Mr,  Ramfey  charged  forty  pounds 
for  life,  Margaret's.  Mr.  SiWy,  of  Gofwdt-ftreet,  was  to  be 
applied  Ho,  and  if  he  could  not  go,  Mr.  Hardy  was  to  find 
fomebody  elfe. 

^.  Wfcat  pafled  upon  the  aoth  February  ? 
-  A>  Divifion  18  moved,  to  reprint  the  Rights  of  Swine,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  by  Mr.  Pearce ;  a  motion  by  Pearce 
that  a  committee  of  feven  be  appointed  torevifethe  new  confti- 
ftution :  motion  that  5060  of  L6rd  Stanhope's  fyeech  upon 
foteign  troops  be  printed,  and  return  him  thanks  ;  and  may 
the  doftrines  there  taught  be  ingrafted  upon  our  hearts  and 
pofterity.: 

$K  I  believe  after  this  time  you  ceafed  to  be  delegate,  or 
fliortly  afterwards  i 

A.  Yes. 

^J.  This  is  the  fabftance  you  collefted  while  a  delegate  ? 

j.  Yes. 

£*  How  come  you  to  be  a  member  of  this  focicty  ? 

ji%  By  mere  accident. 

jg.  What  is  your  bufinefs? 
-  A.  An  iron-monger,  and  in  the  commiffion  line. 

<%.  What  was  the  accident  by  which  you  became  a  mem* 
her? 

A.  I  was  at  the  fign  of  the  Manfion-Houie,  when  the  divi- 
£onN~>.  1  a  had  a  meeting  there.  I  knew  nothing  of  it,  but 
the  lap{Hord  fyad  ope  of  the  refutations  given  to  him :  I  re* 

queftc4 
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quefted  the  favour  to-  look  at  it,  and  I  told  him  I  thought  it 
was  a  fociety  formed  to  overturn  the  conftitution  of  this  coun- 
try* and  advifed  him  not  to  let  them  meet  there  any  more,  for 
he  would  certainly  have  his  licence  taken  away  if  he  did.  I 
went  up  to  the  fociety  the  fame  evening*  I  underftood  any 
pprfon  might  have  gone  into  the  room,  but  there  was  at  that 
time  a  door-keeper,  but  I  got  in,  and  had  fome  convedation 
with  the  chairman,  Watfofc ;  I  aiked  pardon  of  the  fociety, 
and  told  them,  underftanding  the  fociety  was  upon  a.  public 
ground,  I  would  be  much' obliged  to  them  for  one  of  tjieirre* 
rotations,  and  I  certainly  would  not  interrupt  them  any  further. 
I  would  leave  them  to  their  own  deliberations. 

jg.  Where  did  you  goto  next  i 

A.  The  following  evening  t6Newgate-ftreet< 
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George  Ltnam,  crofs-txamimd  by  Mr.  EtuKiNE/    . 

£>.  I  have  very  little  t6  trouble  you  with,  fbt  Mr.  Bower  has 
put  the  queftions  very  kindly  to  you  which  I  was  difpofed  to 
put :  I  thought  I  heard  you  fay,  you  was  in  the  commiffion 
line  •  what  fort  of  commiffion  line  ? 

A.  Both  in  Birmingham  and  Sheffield, 

$K  At  this  moment  i 

A.  Not  now. 

Q*  .How  long  is  it  fince  ycta  was  in  this  commiffion  line  ? 
.   4.  1  h£ve  been  in  the  commiffion  line,  and  am  in  jr  now*  I 
have  authority  to  fell  by  commiffion  for  different  periods,  but 
I  have  no  flock  at  prefent  from  any  manufacturer*  ■         r  .* 

S^  I  ihould  think  you  have  hardly  leifnreto  concern  ygtar«< 
felf  with  this  fort  of  transactions  ? 

A*  I  certainly  have,  and  if  I  am  tQ  tell  you  how  I  apply  my* 
felf  to  bufinejs,  I  will  tell  you  cajadidly*  I  am  inakipg  appli* 
cation  for  a  bufinefs  in  the  Eaft  India  hue,  waiting  at  elft^ 
houfes,  and  take  orders  from  the  different  captains  and  mates; 
gnd  fo  on ;  but  I  do  that  bufinefs  <m  my  own  account,  '; 

<$K  How  long  is  it  fince  you  have  fet  yourfelf  on  thi*  en- 
quiry? 

A.  In  a  final)  degree  t  have  done  it  for  thefe  feven  years. 

jj>.  In  takinc  orders  from  captains  and  mates,  and  So  on,  m 
a  (mail  degree? 

A.  Yes,  till  the  laft  feafon, 

S^.  How  long  is  it  fince  you  did  any  fcufineft  of  that  ibrt  ? 

A.  The  laft  feafon. 

%»  Ton  Was  an  ironmonger  originally  ? 
.   A*  Yes,  brought  up  to  it. 

j£-  Where  mighryour  fliop  be  ? 
^  H.  J  jfirft  of  all  had  a  warehoufc  in  WoodUftreet*  and  re- 
moved from  one  boufe  in  Wood»ftrect  to  another,  attd  frost 
tkenctf?  Walbrook*  where  I  have  been  ever  fince* 
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Hj  Do  yon  keep  a  (bop  now  ? 

A.  Ye* 

^  Jfave  yon  always  kept  your  (hop  open,  not withfhmding 
this4ol)ateeal  bufiaeft  of  being  in  the  commiffion  line  ? 

A.  I  have  always  kept  *  warthoufe,  bnt  not  in  the  retail  way 
fincc  I  left  the*  fcctofe  of  Alexander  and  O.  they  were  In  tb* 
retail  way* 

Q  Too  weoe  very  much  alarmed  for  the  falety  of  the  con* 
ftitatiun  of  your  country,  in  reading  a  paper  which  the  land- 
lord (hewed  you  i 

A*  Yes. 

j^.  Should  you  know  it  if  youiaw  it  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q  It  wat  the  refohmhyn  and  addrefs  of  the  fock*y  I  be> 
Vitrei 

A.  Yes. 

Lnd  PrtfathtU    Of  whatyear  is  it  i 

A*  It  was  the  firft  large  resolutions  that  were  brought  out  in 
thft  month  of  March:  179a. 

Mr*  Attorney  General,    F  flioutdfiirfpeft  it  was  the  2d  of  May. 

A.  No,  it  is  the  24th  of  May,  1 79a. 

Mr,  Er/kint.  I  (hould  be  much  obliged  to  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  a  copy  of  one. 

Mr«  Attsmty  Gemrtd*    Certainly* 
.  Mr  Erfkim.    I*  that  it  i  ((hewing  bim  one.)    Ybu  may 
took  at  k. 

A.  I  am  not  afraid  of  looking  at  it. 

JJ»  You  was  alarmed*  and  immediately  (aid  to  your  land* 
lord,  this  was  a  fociety  to  bring  on  the  definition  of  thfrcon* 
ftitvtita *  and  of  conrfo  as  a  good  (iibjeft,  you  immediately  fet 
yooHelf  to  enquire*  into  it>  and  to  become  a  member ;  for  th^t 
purpofctf  was  otceffiay  (I  need  not  afk  you,  becaufe  it  follow! 
qbcpmtt  to,  carry  on  that  plan),  that  you  (hould  fcem  to  think 
as  they  did* 
-.  AL  Yes* 

9.  And  you  was  defied  a  delegate  ? 

^.  Yes. 

<£:.  And  you  continued  a  delegate  till  tho  13th  of  June  1 793  ? 

Am  Yes,  as  near  as  I  can  give  you  any  intelligence. 

4J.  And  then  you  fell  under  fufpkion,  was  tried,  and '.ac- 
quired By  a.  majority  ? 

J.  Yes. 

SU  fray>  fir,  if  I  might  fo  far  enquire  into  the  form  of  your 
trial,  was  trial  held  by  evidence,  or  was  you  acquitted  upon  a 
declaration  of  your  own  ? 

A.  I  w*a  tried  upon  cwtaace  of  the  gentlemen  Oat  were 
Wought  forward. 
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<£.  Upon  the  evidence  of  people  who  hrotsght  the  charge 
agaiaft  you  ? 

A.  There  were  four  or  five  gentlemen  brought  forward  td 
prove  tor  the  contfmittec  of  delegates,  that  I  was  not  a  friend  tQ 
the  fociety -,  they  underwent  a  long  confideratiori,  and- after 
hearing  all  they  cOukl  fey,  and  whence  that  fufpidori  arofe,  I 
was  honourably  acquitted,  I  hare  the  name  of  my  accuftr  W 
the  courfe  of  my  minutes,  but  I  did  not  take  any  notice  of  it£ 
not  thinking  it  an  objeift. 

<£.  And  you  attended  this  fociety  regularly  ? 

A .  Yes,  excepting  that  time  I  went  down-  into  Yorkfhirf 
and  StafFordfhire  on  bufinefs. 

4J.  At  what  time  you  firft  communicated  to  any  magiftrate^ 
that  you  was  in  the  courfe  of  your  enquiry,  did  you  furnHH 
them  with  any  of  the -notes  you  have  been  reading  in  court? 

A  I  confulted  with  a  friend,  and  I  fhould  wifh  the  v?6rM 
at  large  to -know  my  reafon  for  doing  it :  it-was  byadrlSe^fif 
a  gentleman,  from  whom  I  have  received  fome  friendship  j  a 
gentleman  who  lives  at  the  weft  end  of  the  town,  who  defiraS 
me  by  all  means  to  make  a  report  of  it,  tittuch  I  did,  and  h4*$ 
done  from  time  to  time. 

££.  When  was  the  firft  of  thefe  reports  made  ?  «  *.,.*..♦ 

A.  I  believe  the  firft  report  \  made  was  in  Oftobcr  I7JJZ>    : 

35-  I  fhall  not  for  the  prefcnt  aft-  who  that  perfori  wav  btrf 
whether  the  report  you  tirade  was  to  a  perfon  cntrufted  wftlri 
public  ftation,  or  invefted  with  magiftracy,  or  was  it  to  a  private 
friend  ? 

A.  I  dont  know  bow*  fer  I  may  be  at  liberty  to  anfVrtrr  tliat 
queftion  ; '  I  made  my  reports  to  a  perfon  and  a  quarter  that  "I 
was  wellfatisfied  a  proper  knowledge  would  -be  had**  whether* 
it  was  by  a  magiftrate  or  any  body  eife,  it  makes'  no  differences 
I  knew  the  proceedings  of  thefe  focieries  would  be  made 
known* 

•     ^  Von  may  lay  whether  kwas  a  perfon  in  thatfituatfonornot, 
ttll  me  one  or  the  other,  whether  it  was  a  magiftrate  or  not? 

A.  I  have  fakl  I  would  anfvrcr  the  queftion  in  thebeft  man- 
net  I  could,  that  whether  it  was  a  magiftrate  or  any  body  dfey 
I  was  faflsfied  it  wouW  be  made  known. 

[."  Didyou  hear  mjr  queftion  ?  I  put  this  queftion *o  you,: 
perfoh  to  whom  you  communicated  your  report,  wasa: 
magiftrate  or  no  magiftrate  ? 

A.  I  beg  to  afk  whether  I  am  obliged  to  anfwer  that  r±ueP 
rion.       - 

Lord  Prtjultnt.  You  may  fay  whether  it  is  a  magiftrate  or*" 
not. 

Vtr.Erftint.    Was  it  to  a  magiftrate? 

A*  It  wa>  not  t*  fr-magiftrtte- •  . .    . 

-v.  .  k  ^  Then 
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j£.  Then  who  was  it  ? 

Mr.  attorney  General.  I  ihall  certainly  object  to  that  qae£ 
tion  being  put. 

Mr.  Erjkine.  My  lord,  I  am  furprHed  at  this*  Is  this  man  to 
be  for  feven  hours  reading  papers,  and  when  he  fays  he  in- 
formed a  perfon  by  giving  reports,  and  I  am  not  to  be  permitted 
to  alk  him,  nor  he  to  (hew  me  who  thefe  perfons  or  perfon 
was,  peradventure  thefe  reports  were  not  made,  I  might  be 
able  to  prove  that  they  did  not  exift  at  that  time,  or  that  he 
never  did  (hew  fuch  reports  ?  my  Lord,  I  (hall  be  perfe&ly  fa- 
tisfied  with  whatever  judgment  the  court  may  pronounce. 

Lord  Preftdent.     It  is  perfe&ly  right  that  all  opportunities 
Ihould  be  given  to  difcufs  the  truth  of  evidence  that  is  given, 
but  there  is  a  rule  which,  on  account  of  its  importance  to  the 
public  in  the  detection  of  crimes  being  brought  forward,   that 
thofe  perfons,  by  the  channel  through  which  thofe  dete&ions 
are  made,  ihould  not  be  unnecefiariiy  difciofed :  if  it  can  be 
made  appear  that  really  and  truly  it  is  necefiary  to  the  invefti- 
cation  of  the  truth  of  the  cafe,  that  the  name  of.  the  perfon 
ihould  be  difciofed,  I  ihould  be  very  unwilling  to  ftop  it  j ,  but 
it  does  not  appear  to  me  that  it  is  within  the  ordinary  cotirfe  to 
do  it,  or  that  there  is  any  neceffity  for  its  being  done  in  this 
particular  cafe :  the  man  fays,  I  did  do  this  upon  advice :  I  did 
from  time  to  time  communicate  to  a  friend  for  the   pur- 
pofe  of  its   being  communicated  to  a  magiftrate,   and  that 
was  the  way  he  did  it  \  if  there  is  fuch  a  rule,  I  think  that 
rule-will  extend  to  this  cafe,  and  I  think  we  have  this  day  de- 
termined that  there  is  fuch  a  rule,  and  I  cannot  fee  any  fub- 
ftantial  difference  between  this  man  going  to  a  juftic*  of  peace, 
and  going  to  fome  other  perfon  who  communicates  to  a  juftice 
of  peace :  it  will  not  in  itielf  amount  to  any  evidence. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  With  great  fubtniffion  to  your  Lordlhjp,  the 
way  the  queftion  was  put  to  the  witnefs  was  this,  Mr.  Erikine 
wa$  fiftiog  the  credit  of  the  witnefs :  he  afked  him  not  who  em- 
ployed him  \  he.waoted  to  know  whether  what  he  laid  now  was 
what  he  always  faid ;  and  he  did  not  alk  him  who  employed 
him,  but  whether  he  had  communicated  to  any  body  what  he 
had  fcen  at  the  focieties  :  his  anfwer  was,  he  had  communicated 
to  a  friend  ;  and  with  fubmiffion  to  your  IJordihip,  it  is  com- 
mon practice  when  a  man's  credit  is  lifted  in  that  way,  and  he 
fays  he  has  told  it,  furely  the  counfel  has  always  a  right  to  aik 
who  that  perfon  was  to  whom  he  told  it. 

Lord  Prefident.  I  believe  in  general,  where  it  is  not  joined 
with  the  circumftance  of  its  being  connected  with  the*  channel 
of  communication  to  government,  what  you  fay  is  true ;  but  if 
there  is  fuch  a  rule  the  channel  ihould  not  be  opeqed)  but  it 
appears  to  me  there  is  a  luie  which  does  exiil.  < 
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L.  C.  Macdonald.    Afk  him  if  it  was  any  fervant  of  th$ 
public. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.    I  am  fare,  I  amprefling  a  queftion, 
which  will  always  excufe  a  counfel  upon  any  occafion,  who  is 
acting  to  thet>eft  of  his  judgment  upon  public  bufinefs,  if  he 
Should  be  ever  fo  much  miftaken  in  his  ground.    I  contend  that 
this  queftion  that  Mr.  Erfkine  put,  is  not  a  queftion  fit  to  be 
put :  with  refpect  to  what  has  been  dated  as  the  principle  upon 
which  the  queftion  was  originally  put,  your  Lord  (hip  will  per- 
mit me  to  ftate  wjlat  was  the  fact,  at  the  time  this  objection 
arofe  :  my  learned  friend  afked  the  wjtnefs,  whether  the  per- 
(on  to  whom  he  made  this  communication,  was  or  not,  a  ma- 
giftrate  ?     As  I  underftood  the  anfwcr  of  the  witnefs,  it  was 
to  this  effect,  that  he  made  the  communication  to  apciibn  who 
was  hi  fuch  a  fituation  that  he  had  no  doubt,  but  the  conduct 
of  thefe  focieties  would  be  watched  by  thofe  whofe  duty  h  was 
to  attetid  to  it :  then  it  is  faid,  if  it  was  not  a  magiftrate,  I 
have  a  right  to  afk  who  it  was:  now  my  Lord,  I  know  I  ou£h£ 
to  (late  it  with  very  great  refignation,  not  having  practifed  in  a 
court  of  nifi  pritfs,  not  being  able  to  ftate  to  your  Lordfliip  what 
is  the  practice  at  this  day*  and  what  the  principle  to  be  deduced 
from  that  practice ;  but  it  certainly  has  been  the  cafe,  that  iir 
the  early  period  of  my  life,  1  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  this  fort 
of  bufinefs  in  courts  of  law,  and  I  humbly  ftate  my  own  opinion, 
that  if  the  rule  with  refpect  to  atking  a  queftion  of  a  witnefs, 
be  that  if  he  is  to  difcfofe  a  channel  of  communication  to  a 
magiftrate,  or  to  thofe  perfons  who  cannot  be  ftrictly  faid  to  be 
in  a  fituation  of  magiftracy,  but  who  have  thofe  duties  to  per- 
form which  belong  to  magiftracy,  that  a  queftion  of  that  fort 
is  not  to  be  put.    My  learned  friend  fays,  cannot  I  try  the  cre^ 
dit  of  the  witnefs  by  queftions  i    Now  the  habit  of  the  laft  The 
years  of  my  practice  has  been  to  know  the  practice  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, where  it  is  the  cafe  evepy  day,  a  man  has  committed 
an  offence  againft  the  revenue  laws s  now  what  is  the  principle 
upon  which  the  court  fay,  fuch  queftions  fhall  not  be  put  ?    I 
knew  the  objection  will  be  put  thus :  it  is  neceflary  I  mould 
know  how  far  he  is  credible  in  what  he  ftates,  and  that  there- 
fore I  have  a  right  to  afk  to  that  point ;  but  a  court  of  jufrice 
does  not  fit  to  catch  the  little  whifpers  of  popularity :  it  pro* 
ceeds  upon  jgirat  principles  of  general  jufrice,  and  it  fays  indi- 
viduals muft  mflfer  inconveniences  rather  than  great  public 
mifchief  fhould  be  incurred  j  and  it  fays,  if  men's  names  arte 
to  be  mentioned  who  interpofe  in  thofe  filiations,  great  crimes 
muft  be  patted  over  without  that  part  being  taken  which  is  dtf- 
agreeable,  but  which  is  extremely  neceflay  mould  be  taken  on 
the  part  of  the  public ;  therefore  I  fay  that  that   objection 
now-made,  always  dating  it  with  the  greateft  deference  to  your 
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LordQiip,  and  upon  what  I  thick  is  fo\mde.d  upon  the  cleared 
principle  of  duty  to  every  perfon  that  forms  a  part  of  th,e  com- 
munity ;  I  fbte  this,  that  after  -having,  diftin&ly  dated  that  he 
(aid  this  to  a  perfon  who  was  to  communicate  it  tp  thpfe  who 
would  neceflarily  take  care  of  the  imerefts  of  fociety  in  cpn- 
fequence  of  k,  that  he  (hou]d  not  opep  that  channel  of  infor- 
mation :  at  any  rate  my  learned  friend's  objection  was  too  early. 
.  Mr.  Jufticc  BuUer.  Did  he  fay  that  he  difclofed  it  to  this 
.friend  for  the  purpofe  of  its  being  communicated  to  a  magis- 
trate? 

.    Mt.ErJkin*.    No. 

.   Mr.  Juftice  Grofe.    He  fays,  I  was  fatisfied  it  would  be  made 
£nown. 

.    Mr.  Gibbs.    I  think  he  faid,  I  confulted  a  friend. who  recom- 
mended me  to  do  this* 
„    Lord  Prefident.     He  did  fo. 

Mr.  Er/kine.    The  manifeftation  of  innocence  is  as  great  a 
principle  as  the  punifhment  of  crimes. 

Mr.  Attorney  General*     Moft  furely,  Mr.  Erikine. 

Mr.  Erfkiney  to  Witnefs.  You  told  me  you  made  a  report  m 
P&ober  1 792.  Did  you  fhcw  that  book  you  have  been  read- 
ing to  any  body  in,  the  month  of  Sept,  1792  ? 
:  A.  No,  I  did  not — I  wifli  to  inform  you  how  k  was  that  I  did 
give  any  information.  I  told  you  that  I  was  advifed  by  a  friend 
to  give  .that  communication,  and  I  did  give  it  in  a  quarter  that 
1  was  well  fatisfied  that  it  would  be  known  that  there  were  thefe 
sort  of  focieties  in  London :  the  miftake  has  been  made  that  I 
communicated  it  to  that  gentleman  that  I  confulted  :  I  never 
law  that  gentleman  upon  thebufinefs  afterwards.  I  continually 
communicated  it,  but  it  was  by  the  channel  that  he  directed 

^  You  was  advifed  by  a  friend  to  whom  you  had  commu- 
nicated what  you  knew,  to  make  that  communication  to  a  per* 
(on  whom  he  recommended  ?  now  we  undcrftand  each  other. 

A.  Yes. 

Q  Was  that  friend  who  advifed  you  to  make  that  commu- 
nication* amagiftrate? 
.   A.  No. 

Then  who  was  that  friend  ? 
[r.  Attorney  Genera/*  I  objeft  to  that* 
.  Mr.  Erfline.  I  do  not  aft.  who  the  friend  to  whom  he  wis 
recommended*  becaufe  that  he  fays  was  a<hannel  from  whene* 
government  was  likely  to  be  informed  $  but  my  qucftion  now 
is*  who  was  the  friend  ?  which  friend  was  net  a  magiftrate, 
wfto  did  advifcthe  witnefs  to  give  .that  oomnmnication  to  a  ma- 
giftrau. 
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Lord  Prefuknt.  If  the  principle  is  right  it  extends  to  that,  be- 
Caufe  the  telling  that  friend  is  putting  him  in  a  filiation  in  which 
he  ought  hot  to  he  put,  and  which  it  is  inconvenient  to  general 
juftice  that  he  fhould  be  put. 

Mr.  Erskine*  Suppofe  now,  for  inftance,  I  am  in  pofleflion  of 
evidence,  which  I  could  not  poffibly  produce  in  contradiction  tQ 
the  witnefs,  that  he  had  made  no  communication  to  any  human 
being,  and  that  it  is  only  a  fabrication ;  I  am  only  putting  it  for 
argument  fake ;  Jiow  is  it  pomble,  if  I  cannot  be  allowed  to  ex- 
trad  from  the  witnefs  who  the  perfon  was  to  whom  he  made  the 
communication  ?  Is  it  to  be  fuppofed  that  I  fhould  not  have  a 
ri  jht  to  afk  the  folicitor  of  the  Treafury,  in  this  country  of  law 
and  liberty  ?  I  truft  the  law  and  liberty  of  this  country  will  al- 
ways go  together ;  and  I  hope  in  God  the  government  and  its 
adminiftration  will  be  fo  conducted,  as  to  carry  with  it  all  the 
huzzas  of  popularity  which  a  government  well  adminiftered  will 
always  carry  with  it  \  then  it  can  carry  no  contumely  with  it* 
When  a  man  who  has  advifed  with  a  perfon,  who  fiwrS,  cc  Go  to 
a  magiftrate ;  Sir,  I  am  bufy,  I  am  no  magiftrate ;  I  advife  you 
to  go  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  tell  him :"  fhould  J  think 
that  I  were  at  all  brought  in  queftion  for  having  given  an  ad- 
vice I  could  ftand  to  in  the  race  of  the  whole  world  ?  How 
then  can  the  public  be  affected  by  it,  if  I  was  to  go  on,  and 
afk  afterwards  who  that  friend  was.  If  it  was  not  over-ruled 
by  the  Court,  I  would  go  further,  and  fay  the  fame  rule  goes 
further;  I  could  afk  him,  Did  he  give  you  the  information  he 
faid  he  did  ?  Suppofe  he  fays  I  communicated  this  in  Novem- 
ber, 1792,  to  Mr.  White,  the  folicitor  of  theTreafury  \  fhould 
not  I  have  a  right  to  examine  whether  that  fad  be  true  or  no  ? 
.  I  could  not  afk  him  what  he  did  communicate  to  him ;  but  I 
could  afk  him  whether  he  did  communicate  any  thing  to  him ; 
and  if  he  fays  cc  No,  I  never  faw  the  man  in  November,  1 792, 
at  all ;"  would  it  not  (hake  the  credit  of  the  witnefs  in  the  eyes 
of  every  man  of  common  fenfe  ?  I  humbly  apprehend  it  would, 
and  I  hope  I  {hall  always  confider  that,  under  a  manifeftation  of 
innocence,  the  laws  and  liberties  of  the  country  may  thrive ;  and 
they  cannot  thrive  unlefs  they  always  go  together.  Suppofe  I 
afk,  Who  advifed  you  ?  he  muft  fay  he  had  it  from  fomebody ; 
he  muft  fay  fome  name :  then  have  1  not  a  right  to  call  that  per- 
fon, and  afk,  Is  it  true  ?  where  did  he  tell  you  ?  at  whatplace  I 
who  were  prefent  ?  in  order  to  trace  the  truth  whether  he  did  fo 
or  not. 

Mf.  Gibbs.  I  fubmit  this  to  your  Lordfhip,  whether  this  is  not 
the  diftin&ion,  that  if  fads  are  communicated  to  me,  he  fhall 
not  afk  if  thofe  fa&s  were  communicated  to  me.  I  know  this  is 
an  informer  that  communicates  thefe  fa&s ;  no  doubt,  it  is  my 
ignorance,  and  I  ought  to  be  better  informed  in  my  profeflion  ; 
but  I  confefs  I  never  have  met  with  an  inftance  in  which  it  has 
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been  objected  to  a/king  the  witnefs,  upon  the  croft-examination, 
who  the  perfon  was  to  whom  he  communicated  the  fact,  beeaufe 
ft  happened  that  that  perfon  did  communicate  it  to  a  third.  I 
know  that  where  an  informer  has  communicated  fe£b  to  a  perform 
that  you  cannot  afk  who  the  perfon  was  that  brought  thefe  feels 
to  his  knowledge ;  but  when  a  perfon  is  afked  in  the  examination 
in  chief  what  he  has  communicated  to  another  perfon,  and  does 
not  mention  him,  becaufe  he  fays  that  peribn  advifed  him  to 
Communicate  it  to  a  magiftrate,  I  think  it  an  objection  that  never 
Was  urged  in  a  court  of  juftice. 

Lord Prefidtnt.  There  is  fome  doubt  in  the  court  how  the  h& 
Hands,  whether  in  confluence  of  the  firft  advice  that  he  re- 
ceived, he  afterwards  difclofed  thefe  circumftances  to  the  fame 
friend,  by  whom  he  iuppofes  it  is  communicated  regularly  to  fome 
of  the  magiflrates,  or  whether  it  was  another  perfon. 

Mr.  Gtbbs.  He  fays  it  was  another  perfon. 

Chief  Baron  Macdonald.  My  reafon  for  defiling  you  to  afk 
that  queftion  is,  I  wiih  it  were  explicitly  known,  whether  the 
perfon  to  whom  he  firft  addreffed  it  was  a  peribn  in  magiftracy 
or  not. 

.    Mr.  Attorney  General  I  only  wifli  to  have  k  underffcKxf,  what^ 
*hc  objection  I  now  take  is,  that  Mr.  Erfkine  has  no  right  to  afk 
the  witnefs  who  it  was  advifed  him  to  give  the  information  to  the 
magiftrate  j  for  the  perfon  by  whofe  advice  the  information  is 
given,  is  to  all  intents  and  purpofes  the  informer.     I  wifh  to  ex- 
plain myfelf.     Who  this  perfon  was  I  do  not  know  j  but  your 
Lordfhip  will  recollect,  I  ftand  here  as  profecutor  for  the  public; 
if  I  were  in  my  own  caufe,  I  could  facrifice  at  my  own  pleafure 
principles  which  appear  to  me  to  be  principles  of  public  juftice; 
but  in  t!?e  fituation  in  which  I  ftand,    I  don't  know  how  I  can 
vindicate  my  character  to  the  public,  and  towards  the  priibner, 
but  by  acting  upon  principles  of  Jawj  admitting,  at  the  fame 
time,  no  man  more  likely  to  be  miftaken  than  myfelf.     But  this 
X  will  fay,  that  I  would  not  trouble  your  Lordfliip,  were  I  not 
thoroughly  fatisficd  in  my  own  mind,  and  I  mean  according  to 
my  duty,  and  with  humble  deference  to  your  Lordfhip^  judge- 
ment, to  beg  to  have  your  Lordfhip's  opinion,  that  that  queftion 
cannot  be  put.  I  know  it  may  be  ftrongly  argued,  as  it  is  ftrongly 
argued  by  my  learned  friend,  how  am  i  to  find  out  whether  a 
witnefs  fpeaks  the  truth,  or  does  not  fpeak  the  truth,  if  I  cannot 
afk  him  that  fort  of  queftion  ?     Suppofe  you  ftate  in  1792,  that 
that  advice  was  given ;  fuppofe  it  was  to  Mr.  White ;  not,  fays 
he,  that  I  am  to  afk  what  are  the  particulars  of  it,  but  afk  the 
faft,  whether  this  perfon  did  or  did  not  advife  with  him  in  1792* 
why  cannot  you  afk  the  particulars  for  the  fame  reafon  that  you 
cannot  afk  it  at  all,  viz.  that  it  is  a  private  communication  which 
ought  not  to  be  opened.     In  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  in  many 
iiuunces,  it  happens  every  day,    I  receive  an  information  there 
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are  goods  that  have  not  paid  duties  at  fuch  a  place,  and  I  find 
them  there ;  it  is  impoffible  to  deny  the  fa£t ;  the  reafoning  is 
juft,  that  by  trying  his  credit,  afking  him,  Who  did  you  receive 
it  from  ?  when  did  you  receive  it  r  and  under  what  circum- 
ftances  ?  and  if  the  man  is  bound  to  anfwer  to  thofe  queftions,  if 
he  had  fworn  falfely  as  to  the  time  when  he  found  them,  the 
place  where  he  found  them,  or  the  circumftances  under  which  he 
found  them,  the  defendant  muft  be  acquitted.  It  is  a  hard  cafe, 
but  at  the  fame  time  it  is  become  a  fettled  principle,  that  you 
fliall  not  afk  that  queftion ;  and  it  is  a  hardfhip  that  occurs  in 

{►articular  cafes,  in  confequence  of  the  neceffity  of  public  juftice. 
f  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  which  I  am  very  fure  I  ought  to  have 
my  gown  ftripped  off  my  back  if  I  a£tea  from  any  thing  but  a 
conviction  that  I  was  doing  my  duty,  fuppofe  he  was  tried  in  the 
courfe  of  a  tranfaCtion  of  that  kina,  where  it  would  ruin  him 
with  relped  to  his  pecuniary  circumftances,  over  and  over  again  % 
I  think  it  is  perfectly  clear,  you  cannot  ask  who  gave  the  infor- 
mation, even  in  a  cafe,  the  confequence  of  which  is  to  ruin  the 
defendant.  The  queftion  could  not  be  asked  then.  I  ask,  whe- 
ther upon  common  principles,  the  perfon  who  defires  him  to  go 
*  to  a  magistrate,  is  not  the  informer  ?  and  the  confequence  will  be, 
that  thofe  who  may  not  have  nerves  fo  ttrong  as  many  others 
who  are  in  the  world,  a  great  number  of  perfons  who  don't 
chufe  to  have  their  names  mentioned,  muft  have  them  brought 
forward.  I  take  the  providence  of  the  law  to  fay,  that  the  name 
of  the  man  who  is  fubftantially  the  informer,  fhall  not  be  di£- 
clofed.  I  have  thought  it  my  duty  to  myfelf  and  your  Lordfhip, 
thus  to  ftate  the  grounds  of  my  objection.  I  have  -Hated  the 
•bjedion  thus  at  length,  and  I  am  convinced  that  it  is  right,  be~ 
caufe  I  cannot,  I  think,  difcharge  my  duty  to  the  public  other- 
wife  ;  I  cannot  fee  how  an  Attorney  General  can  proceed  fafer, 
than  according  to  his  conviction  of  what  is  right,  and  ads  from 
thofe  convictions  what  he  prefumes  confident  with  his  duty, 

L*rd  PrtfidenU  I,  for  my  own  part,  adhere  to  my  opinion.  I 
think  we  muft  ftand  upon  the  principle,  and  that  when  we  are 
run  into  very  nice  diftinctions  upon  the  principle,  we  get  into 
difficulties,  from  whence  we  never  know  how  to  difentangle  our- 
felves,  or  relieve  the  mind  The  queftion  is,  whether,  if  it  be 
propofed,  any  of  the  channels  by  which  this  information  and  dis- 
covery comes  to  the  officers  of  the  crown,  fhall  be  unneceflariry 
difclofcd  j  I  fay  unaeceflarily,  becaufe  it  is  no  part  of  this  fad  at 
^11  whether  this  man  did  or  did  not  mention  this  circumftance  to 
this  friend  of  his,  or  whether  this  friend  of  his  gave  him  any 
particular  advice :  the  only  way  in  which  it  is  permitted  to  be 
aflced,  is,  becaufe  it  may  enable  the  defendant,  by  drawing  out 
circumftances  collateral  to  the  fad,  to  eftablifb  a  contradiction 
to  the  evidence  of  the  witnefe  upon  thofe  collateral  circumftances, 
and  fo  to  affeCt  his  credit.    Now  that  would  be  true  of  every 
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queftion  that  the  wit  of  man  could  fuggeft ;  yet  undoubtedly 
there  are  many  queftions  which  even  upon  crofs-examination  are 
not  permitted  to  be  afked ;  among  which  I  take  to  be  thole  which 
tend  to  difclofe  the  channels  of  iuftice ;  for  the  conveyance  of 
public  juftice  is  not  to  be  difclofed,  and  al1  perfons  in  that  fitua- 
tion  are  protected  from  the  difcovery.     And  if  it  is  obje&ed  to, 
it  is  no  more  competent  to  the  defendant  to  afk  him  with  whom 
he  advifed,  or  to  whom  he  communicated  that  advice.     I  can 
never  diftinguiih,  for  my  own  part,  the  cafes*     If  my  brothers 
are  futisfied,  and  if  they  think  there  is  not  reafon  for  the  prin- 
ciple I  have  ftatcd,  I  inall  be  glad  to  fubmit  to  their  opinion. 
Upon  the  whole,  I  think  it  puts  the  perfon  into  the  fituation  de- 
scribed by  Mr.  Attorney  General,  of  being  in  fubftance  the  in- 
former to  the  government,  of  the  circumftances  fo  difclofed.     I 
therefore  think  it  is  a  queilion  that  ought  not  to  be  afked. 

Chief  Baron  MacdonaltL  It  feems  you  are  agreed  as  to  the  fad, 
that  the  perfon  to  whom  the  witnefs  fays  he  made  his  firft  qjfclo- 
fure,  was  neither  a  magiftrate,  nor  any  perfon  concerned  with 
him  in  the  executive  government  of  the  country ;  and  from  that 
perfon  he  received  advice,  no  longer  to  apply  himfelf  to  him, 
becaufe  that  was  of  no  ufe,  but  that  he  fhoula  apply  himfelf  to 
fome  one  in  a  maeifterial  fituation,  one  fomehow  concerned  in 
the  government  of  the  country.     I  confefs,  I  fee  a  confiderable 
difHn&ion;  you  certainly  ought  not  to  difclofe  to  what  magiftrate 
you  difcover  this  matter;  and  if  this  friend  were  truly  and  fub- 
ftantially  in  the  channel  of  communication,   I  fhould  conceive 
that  rule  applied  to  him,  which,  as  Mr.  Attorney  General  truly 
obferves,  is  conftantly  obferved  in  the  Exchequer  j  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  feems  to  me,  .that  it  is  very  material  to  know  when 
a  perfon  at  a  diftance  of  time  gives  an  account  of  the  tranfac- 
tion,  whetlier  it  is  at  that  time  he  firft  gives  the  account,  or  at  a 
diftance;  it  is  a  matter  from  whence  important  fads  may  be  dis- 
covered, which  may  affect  the  credibility  of  his  teftimony;  if 
he  does  not  difclofe  it  for  a  confiderable  length  of  time,  fome 
inference  difadvantageous  to  his  teftimony  may  be  drawn  from 
thence :    it  is  of  importance  to  the  prifoner  that  that  queftion 
fhould  be  afked,  unlefs  a  very  great  public  inconvenience  fhould 
be  the  confluence.     It  docs  not  appear  to  me,  that  a  perfon  not 
executing  magiitracy,  but  a  mere  private  friend,  that  this  being 
difcoyered  to  fuch  a  perfon,  and  he  fimply  faying,  Do  not  come 
to  me,  as  I  can  be  of  no  ufe  to  you;  that  no  difad vantage  can 
poffibly  arife  in  a  cafe  of  that  kind,  and  that  it  is  a  fair  queftion 
to  alk,  in  order  to  afecrtain  whether  fuch  a  fadl  was  or  was  not 
revealed,     1  mean  to  draw  the  line  here,  that  that  perfon  is  a 
mere  ftranger  either  to  magiftracy  or  the  executive  government; 
if  he  were  connected  with  either  of  them,  I  fhould  think  it  ought 
not  to  be  afked  $  but  being  a  mere  private  friend,  it  does  not  ap- 
pear 
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pear  to  me  to  fall  within  the  rule,  which  rule  is  held  as  facred  as 
any. 

Mr.  Baron  Hotham.  The  witnefs  has  faid  he  communicated 
this  to  his  friend,  under  the  impreftion  and  full  perfuafion,  that 
through  him,  the  intelligence  he  gave  was  to  be  conveyed  to  the 
magistrate ;  that  he  has  diftin&ly  ftated.  Now  the  queftion,  it 
feems  to  me,  .does  turn  upon  puwic  policy  *,  and  I  confefs,  for 
my  own  part,  that  upon  thefe  principles  I  do  not  fee  any  dtftino 
tion  between  making  the  difcovery  to  the  magiftrate  hunfelf,  or 
making  it  to  any  body  who  is  to  communicate  that  difcovery  to 
the  magiftrate ;  the  principle  is,  that  public  juftice  demands,  in 
many  cafes,  that  fort  of  fecrecy,  without  which  government 
could  not  be  carried  on.  There  are  many  cafes,  we  all  know, 
where  it  is  of  the  laft  importance  to  us  all  that  fuch  fecrecy 
fhould  be  obferved ;  and  it  is  admitted  on  all  hands,  that  if  the 
communication  is  made  to  a  magiftrate,  you  (hall  not  oblige  the 
witnefs  to  difclofe  who  that  magiftrate  is ;  that  is  for  the  purpofe 
of  public  juftice  to  the  country.  Nowhere,  this  man  has  com- 
municated to  his  friend,  for  the  purpofe,  under  the  perfuaiion  of 
his  going  directly  to  the  magiftrate :  being  advifed  by  him  in  do- 
ing what  he  did,  I  cannot,  I  confefs,  diftinguifh  the  fituation  of 
that  friend  from  the  fituation  of  a  common  informer;  and  I 
know  it  would  not  be  permitted  to  afk  the  queftion  of  him :  hi 
that  cafe,  to  be  lure,  I  confider  this  cafe  as  a  link  of  the  fame 
chain.'  I  do  confider  it  makes  no  fort  of  difference  whether  the 
intelligence  is  dire&ly  conveyed  to  the  magiftrate,  or  by  more 
indirect  means ;  the  purpofe  of  difclofure  is,  that  it  may  be  dis- 
covered to  the  magiftrate. 

Mr.  Juftice  Butler.  With  refpecT:  to  the  .quisftions  that  have 
been  alluded  to,  where  an  offence  has  been  committed  againft  the 
revenue  laws,  I  have  paid  every  attention  I  could  to  my  Lord 
Chief  Baron,  my  Lord  Prefident,  and  my  brother  Hotham ;  the 
principles  ftated  by  them  I  fhall  certainly  be  difpofed  to  pay  the 
utmoft  deference  to ;  and  I  think  I  do  not  differ  from  my  Lord 
Prefident  in  the  principle  he  has  laid  downj  and  I  believe  my 
brother  Hotham  and  I  mifunderftand  each  other,  more  in  the 
fa&s  than  the  conclufion  of  law  upon  fa&s.  My  Lord  Prefident 
and  my  Lord  Chief  Baron  both  faid,  that  the  principle  is  for 
obtaining  public  juftice;  and  if  you  bring  forward  the  informer 
in  fuch  cafes,  no  man  would  give  information ;  and  therefore  it 
is,  that  an  informer,  for  the  purpofe  of  a  public  profecution, 
fhall  not  be  difclofed ;  this  goes  to  exclude  the  queftion  refpe&- 
ing  the  fecond  perfon,  that  is,  the  perfon  to  whom  this  witnefs  was 
recommended :  but  the  material  point  firft  is,  whether  the  witnefs 
fhould  anfwer  the  firft  queftion.  I  agree,  if  a  middle  man  is 
made  the  channel  of  communication,  he  ought  to  receive  the 
ikme  prote&ion  as  the  perfon  who  ultimately  receives  it.  But  I 
juke  the  feet  to  be  quite  otherwife?  for  here  he  does  not  commu- 
nicate 
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tircate  it  for  the  purpofe  of  perfuading  that  other  man  to  make  €tie 
difclofure,  but  he  confults  him  in  the  character  of  a  private 
friend,  referring  it  in  his  own  breaft,  whether  he  fhould  bring  it 
forward  to  public  examination  or  not.  Now  his  firft  convention 
was  merely  with  a  private  friend,  in  order  to  make  up  his  own 
mind,  whether  he  fhould  make  the  difcovery  afterwards  for  the 
purpofe  of  profecution ;  and  he  referred  the  option  in  his  own 
mind,  whether  he  would  follow  that  advice  or  not.  It  feems  to 
me  the  circumftances  arc  exceeding  different,  and  I  think  this  is 
an  anfwer  to  the  argument  of  Mr.  Attorney  General ;  for  he  has 
ably  and  ingenioufly  put  it  upon  this  ground,  that  the  perfon  who 

fave  the  advice  is  the  informer  to  all  intents  and  purpofes ;  for 
e  never  intended  that  his  friend  fhould  be  the  difcoverer,  he 
only  confulted  him  to  make  up  his  own  mind,  and  therefore  I 
confider  him  as  (landing  in  the  fame  fituation  as  the  informer : 
my  opinion  is,  that  he  ought  to  anfwer  the  firft  queftion,  but  not 
the  fecond. 

Mr.  Juftice  Grofe.    In  this  cafe  it  appears  to  me,  we  all  agree 
upon  the  principle;  the  queftion  is,  who  is  right  in  the  applica- 
tion of  that  principle ;  for  I  do  moft  perfectly  agree,  that  the  name 
of  the  informer  is  not  to  be  difclofed :  that  is  the  law  ftated,  and 
that  is  the  law  agreed  upon  by  the  Counfel  on  both  fides.     Then 
the  queftion  in  this  cafe  is,  whether  the  perfon  is  to  be  drfcovered, 
whofe  name  is  now  to  be  confidered  as  the  informer ;  he  fays,  he 
has  communicated  the  proceedings  of  this  fociety,  and  that  ne  has 
done  it  from  time  to  time.     In  confequence  of  whofe  advice  is  it 
that  this  is  done?  It  is  in  confequence  of  this,  man's  advice, 
whofe  name  is  now  afked.     Then  I  confefs  it  does  feem  to  me 
that  fubftantially  and  really,  according  to  every  principle  of  good 
fenfe,  he  muft  be  confidered  as  the  informer ;  and  it  is  probable 
that  the  name  of  fome  other  perfons  may  be  inquired  in  the  courfe 
of  this  bufmefs ;  there  may  be  more  informers  than  one,  and  the 
feme  principle  that  applies  to  one  will  of  courfe  apply  to  the  other; 
and  when  the  evidence  is,  that  this  man  adviLd  the  other  what 
to  do,  he  having  a&ed  according  to  that  advice,  is  as  efTentially 
the  informer  as  any  one  perfon  can  be;  becaufe,- if  it  had  not  been 
by  his  advice,  non  conjiat^  that  that  would  have  been  done;     I 
therefore,  unwilling  as  I  am,  as  I  always  am  where  life  is  at  ftake, 
to  {hut  the  door  of  evidence;  yet,  where  a  great  point  of  confti- 
tutional  law  is  at  ftake,  I  muft  give  it  according  to  my  convic- 
tion. It  has  never  been  the  habits  of  my  practice  to  fit  in  that  court 
where  thefe  queftions  generally  arife;  it  has  never  been  my  prac- 
tice to  decide  upon  this  point ;  and  therefore,  taking  the  rule  and 
the  principle  to  be,  that  the  name  of  the  informer  is  not  to  be  dif- 
clofed, I  can  only  look  to  this,  whether  the  perfon  whofe  name  is 
now  inquired  into  is  the  informer  or  not:  appearing  to  me  to  be 
eflcntiaily  the  informer,  I  think;  he  ought  not  to  anfwer  the 
quefUotu 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Erskine.  Was  it  before  or  after  you  had  been  at  the  fociety 
that  you  faw  this  friend  i 

A.  After. 

How  long  after  ? 

Immediately  in  the  month  of  Oftober;  I  communicated 
immediately  after  I  knew- there  were  focieties  of  this  kind;  I  com- 
municated it  tQ  this  friend  of  mine,  whofe  advice  to  me  was  to 
Sjive  information ;  this  was  after  I  was  acquainted  that  there  was 
ucha  Society  as  the  London  Correiponding  Society;  in  confe- 
quence  of  that  advice  I  gave  information  immediately  in  the  fame 
month  of  O&ober,  1792;  and  have  continued  it  to  the  month  of 
February. 

j|J.  Did  you  communicate  your  reports  in  writing  from  time  t<* 
time? 

A  Yes. 

Did  you  give  copies  of  them  ? 
Yes. 

^.  Have  you  any  thing  in  that  book  which  relates  to  your  pri- 
vate affairs,  if  there  are  take  them  out  or  fold  them  down;  we' 
don't  want  to  concern  our&lves  with  your  affairs,  or  any  thing 
that  does  not  relate  to  this  buftnefc,  and  let  me  look  at  the  book* 
did  not  you  appropriate  the  book  for  this  fort  of  information  ? 

A*  Yes. 

j^  Then  what  makes  you  apprehend  there  are  any  matters  re- 
lative to  other  buiinefs  in  it  ? 

A.  Becaufe  I  had  communication  and  information  from  dif- 
ferent gentlemen)  and  occa/ionally  I  made  memorandums  of  thole 
communications,  and  I  mould  not  wifli  that  to  be  feen;  but  it  is 
impoffible  for  me  to  fee  clear  in  this  light,  I  will  look  the  book. 
over,  or  go  into  another  room ;  I  would  not  wifh  to  withhold  any 
thing  that  I  think  is  not  right  to  be  withheld;  I  know  there  are 
fome  private  memorandums. 

jfj.  Then  you  will  take  them  out>  and  let  us  fee  your  book  to- 
morrow morning  t 

A.  I  will  do  that 

J^.  Was  .it  the  cuftom  at  thofe  meetings  of  the  delegates  of 
the  Correiponding  Society,  for  members  to  take  notes  of  all  that 
pafled  ? 

A.  It  was  always  the  regular  rule. 

J?.  For  every  body  to  fet  down  every  thing  that  pafled? 

A.  Sometimes  there  was  a  communication,  particularly  from 

the  chairman,  which  was  not  proper  to  be  communicated  to  the 

diviilon:  you  muft  not  communicate  that,  either  with  regard  to  a 

letter  or  any  thing  elfe;  he  will  tell  you,  although  you  are  allowed. 

to  take  a  minute-  of  fuch  a  thing,  it  is  not  fit  that  you  ihould 

communicate  it  to  the  divifions. 

I  afked  you,  was  it  the  pr attics  ? 

Yes,  it  was  the  cuftom. 

4J;  Then 
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i^.  Then  it  wa*s  the  pra&ice  of  other  members  to  fet  down,  in 
certain  loofe  papers,  all  the  tranfadions  that  happened,  and  the 
fubftance  of  what  every  body  (aid  ? 

A*  Yes ;  but  any  thing  might  ftrike  me,  and  might  not  ftrrke 
another  perfon,  ana  he  might  not  take  that  particular  notice  to 
put  it  down. 

A  You  don't  profefs  that  what  you  have  been  reading  is  the 
regular  account  of  the  moft  material  fa&s  that  occurred,  but 
fhofe  that  were  moft  fuitable  for  your  purpofe  to  put  down  ? 

A.  I  cannot  anfwer  the  queftion  as  vou  put  it.  I  conceive  that 
whatever  was  tranfafted  in  a  public  fociety  to  which  a  delegate 
was  fent,  he  had  a  right  to  put  down. 

A.  But  you  know  you  was  not  there  as  a  real  bona  fide  dele- 
gate, but  for  the  purpofes  of  public  juftice  ? 

A.  I  was  elected  a  delegate  in  the  beginning  of  November, 
1792,  and  continued  fo  till  January,  1794. 

jj£.  Did  you.fet  down  every  thing  that  parted,  or  only  thofe 
parts  that  appeared  moft  material  for  the  public  to  Jcnow  ? 

A.  I  put  down  as  much  as  I  could.  I  believe  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  any  of  the  delegates  to  have  taken  down  the  whole 
drat  paffed ;  but  it  was  the  common  practice  of  the  delegates  to 
take  notes  of  what  pafTed,  in  order  to  communicate  a  report  from 
Thurfdav  to  Thurfaay. 

^.  Then  thefe  reports  are  juft  the  reports  you  would  have 
made  as  if  you  wsre  a  bona  fide  delegate  ? 

A,  Yes,  I  did,  and  gave  thefe  reports  at  my  divifion.  No.  23. 

J§>.  Have  you  been  in  any  other  way  of  dealing  but  an  iron- 
monger, and  in  this  commiffion  way ;  did  not  you  keep  a  china 
fliop? 

A.  No,  never. 

J^.  When  you  communicated  to  this  perfon,  whom  you 
thought  would  go  on  and  communicate  it  to  a  magiftrate,  did 
you  reft  fatisfied  that  your  friend  would  do  fo,  ot  did  you  go  to 
the  magiftrate  himfeli  ? 

A.  I  informed  you  that  I  afked  that  perfon  what  was  beft  to  be 
done ;  it  was  by  the  advice  of  a  friend,  who  confirmed  my  opi- 
nion (when  I  found  this  fociety)  that  it  was  abfolutely  neceffary 
it  fhould  be  made  known  \  he  recommended  me  to  that  quarter 
which  I  apprehended  was  a  certainty. 

Lord  PrefidenU  Did  you  go  to  any  magiftrate  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

i^.  You  are  afked  a  fimple  queftion — Did  you  go  to  any 
magiftrate  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Erskine*  Did  you  learn  from  your  friend,  whofe  name  I 
don't  afk,  whether  he  had  from  time  to  time  laid  the  communi- 
cations before  a  magiftrate  that  you  laid  before  him  ? 

A.  I  gave  the  information  myfelfi 

$.  Then 
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£>.  Then  your  friend,  in  point  of  fa<ft,  did  not  lay  thefe  paper? 
before  the  magiftrate  ?  • 

A,  I  confulted  my  friend,  who  dire&ed  me  to  a  quarter. 

Lord  PrefidenU  The  queftion  is,  whether  you  fent  them  to 
that  quarter,  or  to  a  magiftrate  ?" 

A.  I  fent  them  to  that  quarter. 

Mr.  Erskine.  Did  your  friend  advife  you  to  go  to  any  parti- 
cular perfon  ? 

A.  He  direfted  me  to  a  quarter. 

S&.  A  quarter !  was  it  a  man  or  woman  ? 

A.  I  was  recommended  after  that  communication  to  a  thircj 
perfon,*  hut  I  communicated  myfelf  all  the  way  through. 

Mr.  Juflice  Buller.  You  really  cannot  purfue  that  examinar 
tion. 

Mr.  Erskine.  How  long  was  it  after  you  was  tried  and  acquit* 
ted  before  you  came  to  the  fociety  again  ? 

A*  I  was  a  delegate  till  January,  1794. 

jj>.  I  fee  in  general  your  book  does  not  profefs  to  have  taken 
down  exa£Uy  the  words,  but  only  the  fubftance  of  what  fell  from 
perfons  there;  you  made  the  beft  abftraft  you  could;  you  fay  that 
fuch  was  the  opinion,  and  there  was  on  fuch  a  thing  an  argu- 
ment? 

A.  Yes,  names  are  put.  to  fome,  and  not  to  others. 

JS^j  And  if  any  individual  reported  a  paper,  or  made  an  ob- 
servation, or  an  argument,  you  took  down  r.he  abftradt  of  that  in 
your  own  language  ? 

JL  I  did. 

J^  Were  they  taken  down  bond  fide  for  the  purpofe  to  be  re- 
ported by  you  as  a  delegate,  or  were  they  taken  down  for  the 
purpofe  for  which  we  have  had  them  here  ? 

A.  Perfeftly  bona  fide  for  the  fociety  and  in  regard  to  the  pub-, 
lie ;  both  ways, 

j^  You  had  better  take  your  notes  out  with  you,  and  take 
out  your  private  memorandums :  have  you  made  any  alterations 
fince  the  original  ? 

A,  None;  but  there  are  fome  private  memorandums  in  this 
book  which  do  not  belong  to  the  fociety ;  thofe  memorandums, 
are  wrote  at  the  back  of  the  fociety*s  minutes :  thefe  are  things 
improper  for  me  to  deliver  up,  and  therefore  I  wifh  to  know 
what  I  am  to  do  with  them. 

jjfr.  Can  not  you  pafte  fomething  over  them  ? 

A*  If  I  have  time  I  can. 

Lord  Prefident.  In  your  hands  if  there  is  any  thing  fhat  you 
will  fay  upon  oath  relates  to  fome  other  fubjedk  it  js  impoffible 
to  be  afked  that  that  fhould  be  feen.  How  to  arrange  that,  in  a 
ytry  long  evidence  like  this,  is  among  the  difficulties  of  fo  ex- 
traordinary a  cafe  as  this,  and  we  mult  druggie  in  it  as  well  as 

Voulf,  N  we 
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we  can.     If  they  can  be  feparated  by  palling  over  it,  or  if,  -with 
fafety,  by  obliterating  thofe  parts,  you  will  do  it? 

A  I  could  obliterate  them  with  pen  and  ink,  but  there  is  no 
'trafure,  I  believe,  at  prefent,  as  it  ftands  now. 

Lord  PrefidenU  Have  you  have  any  obje&ion  to  his  doing  it, 
upon  his  aniwering  upon  oath  that  he  has  not  obliterated  any  of 
the  articles  to  which  he  fpoke  upon  his  evidence.  It  is  certainly 
a  very  important  hiftory  of  this  fociety ;  it  fo  happens,  that  there 
is  an  account  of  both  the  tranfa&ions  of  the  delegates  and  the 
divifions ;  it  has  gone  to  a  great  length,  though  I  do  not  mean  to 
lay  a  greater  length  than  was  neceflary. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  wifh  to  put  one  queftion  more  to  you,  and  one 
only  j  do  you  mean  to  re-fwear  that  what  you  have  read  to-day  as 
minutes,  were  jtaken  bona  fide  as  a  delegate,  as  if  you  had  not 
had  any  other  intention  ? 

A.  Yes,  they  were. 

J>.  And  theic  reports  were  made  by  you  as  a  delegate  \ 
f  Yes, 
Lord  Prefident.  He  muft  have  reported  from  notes  from  the 
nature  of  the  thing  \  he  muft  have  done  it  from  materials,  and  if 
he  has  dealt  fairly  with  us,  thefe  are  the  materials. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  The  witnefs  fpoke  to  a  paper  which 
was  found  in  the  houfe  of  Mr*  Adams,  the  fecretary  to  the  Society 
fbr  Conftitutional  Information,  in  London  }  we  fhall  now  produce 
that  paper. 

«&  (To  Maclean)  Where  did  you  find  this  paper  i 
A  At  Mr.  Adams's  houfe. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
"  A  letter  dated   Sheffield,  13th  O&ober,    1702;   flgned,  the 
editor  of  the  Patriot  \  adarefled  to  Mr,  Andree,  fecretary  to 
the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  Universal  Peace,  at  Stock* 
port."     See  p.  277  of  this  work. 
Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  fhall  trouble  your  Lordfhip  with  now 
proving  a  draft  in  anfwer  to  this  letter,  found  in  the  pofieiEon  of 
Mr.  Adams ;  it  has  two  hand  writings  in  it,  and  I  may  poffibly 
trouble  your  Lordfhip  with  the  proof  of  the  hand-writing,  but 
pot  at  prefent 

A  (To  Maclean)  Where  did  you  find  that  \ 
v^  At  Mr.  Adams's  houfe. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
See  Appendix  to  this  work. 
John  JPoatjss  [worn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral. 
j9.  You  are  very  deaf)  I  bejieve,  are  not  you  ?  ' 

jf.  Yes. 

j9.  Do  you  know  one  Mf.  Fr^uiklow  ? 
jf.  Yes. 
4J.  Were  you  apprenticed  to  him  i 

A,  Yes* 
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A.  Yes. 

JP.  Where  did  he  live  ? 
A*.  No.  i,  Chevne  Walk,  Lambeth. 
J$.  How  long  nave  you  lived  with  him  ? 
A.  I  was  bound  there  November  laft. 
j^.  How  did  your  mafter  employ  himfelf  after  his  work  was 
done  ? 

Ai  He  ufed  to  ftay  out  very  late  at  night. 
~\  Was  any  thing  going  on  up  ftairs  at  your  mailer's  houfe  t 
f!  Yes. 

K  What  was  it  ? 
L  Exercife. 

Of  what  fort  ?  what  exercife  t 
With  fire-arms. 
iP.  Who  came  there  to  exercife  ? 

A  I  only  knew  two  of  them,  Mr.  Shelmerdine  and  Mr*  Wil- 
liams. 

A  Mn  Williams  the  gun-maker  that  lives  at  the  Tower  ? 
A.  Yes. 


J?.  Where  does  Mr.  Shelmerdine  live  ? 

A!  In  Bandy -Leg  Walk. 

3.  How  often  did  they  exercife  I 


I  About  twice  a  week, 
j?.  How  many  exercifed  at  a  time  ? 
A  About  eight. 

fWere  they  always  the  fame  eight,  or  different  people  t 
I  did  not  obferve  them  always  *  I  fuppofe  they  were  all  th« 
fame.  ' 

J£.  Were  the  windows  of  the  room  in  which  they  exercife) 
open  or  fhut  ? 

A.  Shut 

9.  Were  they  (hut  accidentally,  or  on  purpofe  ? 

A!  I  don't  know. 

ip.  You  are  fure  they  were  (hut? 

A  Yes. 
•  Q  What  do  you  mean  by  their  being  fhut ;  tfefe  there  flut- 
ters or  curtains,  or  what  were  they  ? 

A.  Shutters. 

J?*  What  time  at  night  did  they  ufually  exercife  f 

A  About  eight.  . 

Q  Do  you  know  whether  your  mafter  ever  went  to  any  other 
place  to  exercife  ? 

A.  They  ufed  to  go  Worcefter  Street,  Borough,  fometimes. 

j?.  To  exercife  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

jj>.   Did  the  people  that  Came  to  jfxercif*  at  your  mafkr'i 
houle  live  at  Lambeth  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

N  a  Q  Da 
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J^.  Do  you  remember  your  mafter  being  apprehended;  w» 
jrou  at  your  mailer's  houfe  when  he  was  apprehended  ? 

A.  I  was  not  with  him  then,  I  was  very  ill  in  bed  at  home. 

J^.  You  went  back  again*  I  believe  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did,  a  day  or  two  afterwards. 

i?.  Did  you  ever  fee  where  thefe  arms  were  kept  ?  j 

Al  In  the  firft  floor. 

A  After  you  went  baek  again  were  there  any  arms  lying  about 
the  noufe  open  or  concealed  ? 

A.  I  did  not  fee  any  arms  after  that. 

9.  Do  you  remember  any  cartouch  boxes  ? 

A.  Yes.  -^ 

JP.  Where  were  they  put  ? 

A  In  the  cutting  room. 
\  That  is  the  tailors'  room  where  you  work  ? 
f.  Where  my  mafter  cuts  out 

A  What  part  of  that  room  ? 

A.  They  were  laying  on  the  top  of  the  board  that  the  things 
are  cut  out  upon. 

~>.  Did  your  mafter  fay  what  was  to  be  done  with  them  ? 
t  He  wanted  me  to  take  them  to  Mr*  Shelmerdine's,  at 
Bandy-Leg  Walk. 

Cr of s -examined  bv  Mr.  Erskike. 

J&.  How  did  your  mafter  drere  himfelf  when  he  went  out? 

A  I  have  feen  him  in  his  regimentals. 

4>.  Blue  coat,  red  cape,  white  waiftcoat  and  breeches,  and 
locked  hat  ? 

A*  Yes* 
•  '  J§>.  And  the  cartouch  boxes  were  laying  upon  the  cutting-out 
board  openly  ? 

A.  Yes. 

9.  And  the  arms  up  in  the  room  ? 

A.  Yes. 

jj?.  Did  the  other  people  wear  uniforms  too  ? 

A*  Mr.  Williams  had  them  on. 

f  Your  mafter  walked  out  publicly  in  the  ftrcct  with  them? 
I  have  feen  him  with  them  on.   . 
Mr.  Attorney  General..  You  told  my  Lord  and  the-Court  that 
you  had  feen  your  mafter  withthefe  regimentals  on  once  I 
A.  Yes. 

9.  Where  was  it  ? 

h  In  his  own  houfe,  on  Sunday  morning. 
K  Did  you  ever  fee  him  go  out  with  them  ? 

:no. 

jg.  Did  you  ever  f  je  any  body  come  into  the  houfe  with  *eg£ 
mentals  ?  . 

A  No. 

*       Mr. 
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Mr.  Erskine.  You  fay  there  were  but  four  or  five  that  at* 
tended? 

-*/.   Yes,  eight* 

James  Walsh  Jworn.->~<Ex*mif!ed by  Mr*  La^ 
Was  you  at  Chalk  Farm  on  the  14th  of  April  ? 
Yes. 

fDo  you  remember  Richter  being  there  ? 
Yes. 

i?  Do  you  remember  his  adcfreffing  the  people  ? 

Al  I  remember  his  reading  ibme  refolutions. 

i|J.  Do  you  remember  any  thing  being  (aid  by  him  or  any  body 
elfe  about  calling  a  convention  ?  ' 

y/.  I  heard  the  word  convention,  bur  there  was  fiich  a  count* 
lion  I  cannot  remember  much  of  it* 

J^  But  was  any  thing  mentioned  accompanying  the  convene 
tionr 

A.  I  did  not  hear  the  corred  words. 

Q  Did  you  hear  any  thing  about  corresponding  with  other 
locieties  t 

A.  Yes. 

What  was  faid  about  that  ? 

To  the  belt  of  my  recolleftion  that  they  had  formed  cor- 
refpondence  with  other  focieties;  and  they  mentioned  the  towns 
in  England,  they  mentioned  the  towns  in  the  North,  and  feveral 
different  towns ;  but  I  was  at  fo  very  great  a  diftance,  that  it  was 
impoffible  for  me  to  hear  what  was  laid. 

£K  You  did  not  hear  what  was  feted  ta  be  the  objeft  of  this 
correfpondence  t 

jf.  Not  fo  as  to  colled  any  thing, 

£K  Did  you  hear  the  refolutions  read  ? 

A.  Yes. 

iP.  Did  you  hear  mentioned  what  number  of  thofc  refolutions 
(hoald  be  printed  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  mentioned  that  100,000  were  printed  of' the 
former  refolutionsy  and  that  not  being  fufficient,  they  meant  to 
print  200,000  of  thefe, 

^.  Was  any  thing  betides  thefe  refolutions  ordered  to  be 
printed,  any  thing  of  a  fpeech  ? 

yf.  I  cannot  fpeak  to  that.  There  was,  I  beKeve,  fomething 
(aid  about  Lord  Stanhope's  fpeech,  but  I  cannot  fwear  to  it. 

£.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Thelwall  (peak  ? 

A!  Yes,  but  not  diftin&ly ;  and  he  was  very  violent,  as  ufuaL 
I  could  not  tell'  any  thing  that  palled. 

J^.  Was  any  thing  laid  about  arms,  that  you  diftinftly  heard  i 

a!  No. 

J^.  Do  you  remember  an  Irilhmah  being  there  ? 

J*  Yes  i  he  need  not  to  have  told  us  fo,  for  he  had  die  brogue 
Very  much.    I  could  not  diftin&ly  hear  what  he  laid. 

7  £  You 
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j^  You  went  there  for  the  purpofe  of  obferving  what  was  go* 
tng  an  ? 

A*   Yes* 
.    J9.  Was  Mr.  Hardy  there  ? 
*   A.  I  cannot  fay \  I  was%  told  he  was  there* 
jp.  You  did  not  hear  any  thing  diftin<£tly  ? 
A  No. 

Thomas  Green  fworn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Attorkev 

General. 
4>.  Was  you  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  So- 
ciety'? 
4  A*  Yes. 

K  What  are  you  by  trade  ?  ' 
IT  A  manufacturer  of  perfumery* 
4>.  Had  you  any  occafion  to  deal  in  knives  lately,  or  at  any 
timer1 

A.  I  have  dealt  in  knives  and  fcifiars  ever  fince  I  have,  been  in 
bufinefs. 

K  Knives  and  fciflars  ? 
C  Yes ;  in  cutlery  in  general. 
J§>.  Have  you  had  any  knives  for  the  purpofe  of  fale,  or  other 
purpofes,  that  are  difficult  to  fhiit  when  open,  without  opening 
the  foring  ? 

A.  There  is  a  little  difficulty  in  it,  but  not  much j  there  is  a 
catch  in  the  fpring. 

JK  You  cannot  do  it,  without  knowing  how  to  do  it  ? 
T  No. 
£K  How  many  had  you  in  your  pofTeffion  at  any  time  ? 
A,  Three  dozen. 

JK  Where  did  you  get  them  ? 
r  From  Sheffield. 
£.  How  many  did  you  part  with  ? 
L  I  don't  know ;  about  fourteen  out  of  three  dozen* 
Who  did  you  part  with  them  to  ? 
Several  perfons. 
SP*  Did  you  fell  them  fingly,  or  altogether  ? 
^  A  Singly,  one  at  a  time. 
*  ip.  Did  you  part  with  any  to  the  prifoner  ? 
21  One. 

4>.  Did  you  put  any,  and  how  many  into  his  poileffion,  for 
any  and  for  what  purpofe  ? 

A.  I  gave  him  one  package,  (they  were  in  packages,  not  more 
than  feven,  nor  lefs  than  fix,)  for  him  to  take  his  choice.  He 
paid  me  for  one,  which  he  meant  to  keep. 

J^.  How  long  was  the  whole  package  in  the  prifoner*s  pof- 
fcffion  ? 

A*  I  cannot  tell  \  it  was  a  very  fhort  time,  not  many  weeks. 

Idid 
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I  did  not  book  them,  for  I  knew  Mr.  Hardy  very  well ;  I  had 
bought  (hoes  of  him. 

4*.  How  many  weeks  ? 

A*  About  two. 

£>.  When  did  you  get  them  back  again,  after  he  was  appre* 
hended,  or  before  ? 

A.  After  he  was  apprehended. 

J^.  What  difference  was  there  in  thofc  knives  that  were  if* 
this  package  ? 

A  I  don't  know  if  there  was  any,  except  in  the  handle. 

9.  Do  you  recoiled  that  any  other  perfon  had  any  ? 

jE  One  Mr.  Billington  had. 

S*  Did  you  fell  one  to  Mr.  Pearce  ? 

A.  No. 

Did  you  fell  one  to  Mr.  Groves  ? 
Yes. 

5;  pid  you  fell  one  to  any  other  member  of  the  fociety  I 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  diet. 

fWho  was  the  manufacturer  you  had  them  from  ? 
Scoficld  and  Co.  at  Sheffield. 
£>:  Did  you  write  to  them  for  them,  or  did  they  fend  them  to 
you  without  ? 

j/.  Before  that  time  I  dealt  with  Coates,  a  wholefale  manu- 
facturer at  Sheffield,  and  they  generally  had  riders  to  go  about 
town  with  different  goods.  The  rider  called  upon  me,  and  1 
gave  him  orders  for  the  goods. 


them 

Strand  and  different  public  (hops. 

j^.  Did  the  prifoner  apply  to  you  to  buy  one,  or  did  you  apply 
to  him  to  buy  one  ? 

A.  He  applied  to  me. 

How  did  he  know  that  you  had  them? 

I  don't  know  any  more  than  any  other  cuftomer. 

jp.  Was  you  at  Compton  Street,  after  the  Chalk  Farm  meet* 
jngr 

A.  Yes,  I  was. 

j|>.  Do  you  remember  feeing  any  of  them  eating  bread  and 
oheefe  witn  thefe  knives  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  had  one  then  at  fupper ;  and  there  was  a  remark  of 
two  made  upon  them,  that  they  were  a  very  ufeful  knife* 

$L  Did  you  fee  any  other  perfon  have  one? 

Al  Yes,  I  think  Mr.  Pearce  had  one. 

SU  Did  he  tell  you  where  he  got  it  ? 

4.  No,  I  do  not  remember. 

9.  Was  it  one  of  the  fame  kind  ? 

Qrofi 
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Crofs-examirud  by  Mr.  ERSKINE. 
$.  Have  you  got  one  of  thefe  knives  ? 
I  A.  Yes.  (produces  it.) 

f  $.  O!  is  this  all? 

A.'  I  have  had  one  of  the  kind  thefe  feven  years.    1  have  ufed 
I  it  in  my  bufinefe. 

Had  you  any  intention  to  cut  throats  with  them  ? 
No,  I  hope  not. 

You  cut  a  bit  of  meat  at  night  with  them  ? 
Yes,  and  bread  and  cheefe,  or  any  thing. 
\  Are  thefe  kind  of  knives  very  common  ? 
"  I  believe  there  are  very  few  cutlers  {hops  that  have  not 
got  fuch  knives, 

jj^  Are  they  a  new  difcovery  of  the  age  in  which  we  live, 
or  have  they  been  made  ufe  of  a  long  time  ? 

A.  They  have  been  made  ufe  of  a  long  time  in  London. 
J?.  Did  Mr.  Hardy  buy  a  knife  of  you  as  a  common  cufto. 
merr 
A.  Yes. 

$±  And  he  happened  to  be  taken  up  before  you  had  your 
knives  hack  again  I 
A.  Yes. 

ij>.  A  very  ufeful  knife  it  is,  and  I  will  buy  one  of  you  the 
next  time  I  fee  you. '  I  have  another  queftion  to  put — Do  you 
know  Mr.  Groves  ?• 
A.  Yes. 

^.  Had  you  any  converfation  with  him  about  having  (old 
knives  of  that  defcription  ? 

A.  Yes;  he  came  to  purchafe  a  knife  at  my  (hop,  and  other 
things ;  he  remarked  the  knife,  and  faid  it  was  a  very  ufeful 
knife. 

j^.  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  had  (old  two  or  throe  hundred 
of  them  ? 

A.  I  did  not  mention  any  particular  number ;  he  afked  if  it 
was  a  faleahle  article,  I  faid  it  was.  I  fhould  fell  nothing  in  my 
bufmefs  if  I  did  not  fay  that. 

J^.  Did  you  tell  him  to  fpeak  low,  that  your  wife  was  in  the 
parlour,  and  that  fhe  was  a  damned  ariftocrat  ? 

A.  I  will  make  oath  that  I  made  ufe  of  no  fuch  expreffion. 
Lord  Prefident.  What  was  the  expreffion  you  did  make  ufe  of? 
Am  I  don't  know  >  but  I  am  fure  no  man  ever  heard  me  fwear 
for  thefe  feven  years.  I  might  make  ufe  of  an  expreffion  in  this 
kind  of  way,  when  he  afked  me  if  it  was  a  faleable  article,  I 
might  have  faid,  yes,  it  was,  but  I  did  not  mention  any  particu- 
lar number. 

j^J.  Did  you  fay  any  thing  to  him  as  if  you  thought  there  was 
any  thing  improper  in  felling  thefe  knives ;  did  you  defure  him  to 
fpeak  low,  becaufe  it  fhould  not  be  heard  by  your  wife :  Groves 

Has 
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hafc  thought  fit  to  (Wear  that  you  told  him  to  (peak  very  low,  that 
the  parlour  door  was  open,  and  jtljat  you  did  not  want  your  wife 
to  know  you  was  felling  thefe  things ;  (he  was  a  damned  arif- 
tocrat  ? 

A.  Thofe  knives  lay  open  in  my  fhop ;  fo  for  from  hiding  them 
from  my  wife,  or  any  body  in  the  parifh,  that  they  lay  in  my 
Ihow  glafs,  and  in  the  winaew  for  public  fale. 

JSjJ.  Would  you  have  fold  a  knife  of  any  defcfiption  to  any 
man  that  intended  the  bad  purpofe  of  cutting  throats  r 

A.  If  I  knew  it  was  his  intention  I  certainly  fhould  not/ 

jjj.  Did  you  buy  thefe  knives  for  the  purpofe  of  felling  them 
to  mifchievous  people  ? 

A.  By  no  means. 

j^l  Then  it  is"  not  true  what  Groves  has  fworn  concerning 
your 

A.  No,  I  did  not  make  ufe  of  fuch  an  exprcflion. 
Mr.  Attorney  General.  To  be  fure  it  would  not  be  very  polite 
to  call  one's  wife  a  damned  ariftocrat  ? 

A*  I  don't  recolleft  faying  any  thing  about  my  wife,  or  arif- 
tocrat, or  any  thing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  Ersktne.  Did  you  wifh  to  conceal  it  from  your  wife  ? 
A.  Not  at  all. 

Edward  Hot>$o\i  jworn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Law. 
Look  at  thefe  papers  ;  were  they  printed  by  you  ? 
I  beg  leave,  with  fubmiffion  to  the  Court,  to  know  whe- 
ther I  am  bound  to  anfwer  that  cjueffion  or  not 

Lord  Prejident*  We  don't  know"  what'  the  tendency  of  the 
paper  is.  You  are  not  bound  to  anfwer  any  queftion  that  may 
ttend  to  criminate  yourfelf. 
"  Mr.  Law.  The  tendency  of  the  paper  is  advifing  people  to 
make  ufe  of  arm6.  Then  I  will  afk  you  not  whether  you  printed 
it,  but  did  you  receive  orders  from  any  body  to  print  a  paper 
©f  this  kind  ? 
A  I  did. 

From  whom  ? 

From  a  perfoh  of  the  name  of  Hodgfon.     I  never  was  at 
his  houfe  5  I  was  informed  he  lives  in-  Weftminfter. 

J^.  When  did  he  apply  to  you  to  print  a  paper  of  this  de- 
fer iption  ? 

A  1  prefume  it  might  be  about  the  month  of  March  laft. 
i^.  Hodgfon  is  already  proved  to  be  a  member  of  the  London 
Correfyonding  Society ;  what  was  it  he  brought  to  you,  a  manu- 
fcript  copy  of  that  paper  ? 
A.  Yes. 

(Read  by  the  ClerJt  of  the  Court) 

u  Countrymen,  you  are  told  by  thofe  in  office,  that  you  arc 

in  danger  of  a  French  invafioh.     You  are  told  by  thofe  who  are 

out  of  office,  that  y9ii  are  in  (fen get 'from  Heflians  and  Hario- 

Vot.  II.  O  verians. 


Tewans.     In  cither  cafe,  arms  will  be  of  ufe  to  you  ;  get  arms,- 
and  learn  the  ufe  of  them." 

Crofs-examine^id  Mr.  Gibbs. 

Was  you  a  member  of  either  of  thefe  focieties  ? 

I  was  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society. 

How  long  had  you  been  a  member  ? 

I  prefume  I  was  a  member  about  three  months,  and  then  I 
ceafed  to  be  a  member. 

JK  About  what  time  did  you  ceafe  to  be  a  member  ? 
T  Immediately  on  the  report  that  the  (bciety  had  improper 
objefts  in  view. 


~4£.  About  what  time? 
3T  In 


the  month  of  May,  on  the  firft  apprehenfiqn,  I  believe,, 
of  the  prifoner  and  Mr.  Adams.     I  never  attended  the  fociety 

afterwards. 

j|>:  During  the  time  you  jvas  a  member  of  the  fociety,  had 
you  any  reafon  to  think  they  had  any  other  objeft  in  view  but 
a  parliamentary  reform  ? 

A*  Never* 

You  had  no  reafon  to  think  they  had  any  other  object  ? 
None  in  the  world. 

i?.  Parliamentary  reform,  in  what  houfe  of  parliament  ? 

A.  In  the  Commons  houfe  of  parliament. 

£%.  Had  you  any  idea  that  it  was  any  part  of  their  plan  to  at- 
tack the  King-? 

A  Far  from  it. 

f,  In  any  refpect  to  leflen  his  authority  in  the  ftate  ?  ■ 
Far  from  it :  I  never  heard  any  thing  of  the   kind  ftated 
directly  or  indirectly. 

j|>:  Had  you  any  reafon  to  fiffpect  they  meant  to  difplace  the 
Lords  from  any  authority  they  have  in  the  ftate  ? 

A.  Not  the  leaft  in  the  world.  I  am  fure  I  fhould  not  have 
continued  a  moment  longer  with  them  if  I  thought  they  had. 

JfK  Was  your  leaving  them  entirely  occaiioned  by  Mr. 
Adams's  and  Hardy's  being  taken  up  ? 

A.  Yes m,  together  with  the  reports  that  they  had  improper  ob- 
jects in  view. 

^.  Did  you  attend  the  fociety  often  ? 

A.  I  did  not  attend  very  often.  Part  of  the  three  months  I 
was  indifpofed  and  confined  to  my  room. 

jj).  But  during  the  time  yon  aid  attend  it,  this  you  collected 
to  be  their  object  ? 

A-  Exactly  fo. 

J^.  They  had  been  talking  of  a  convention — had  you  any 
idea  in  the  fociety  that  that  fociety  was  to  take  upon  itfelf  the 
functions  of  the  legislature,  and  to  make  laws  ? 

A.  During  the  time  I  was  there  I  always  undcrftood,  when 
they  talked  of  a  convention,  it  was  as  a  thing  by  no  means  de- 
termined 
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termined  on ;  that  they  wiflied  to  take  the  fenfe  of  the  focietie* 
in  the  country,  whether  fuch  a  ftep  was  advifeable  as  affembling 
a  convention. 

£K   Had  you  any  idea  that  men  were  to  be  aflembled  toge- 
ther, "who  were  to  take  away  the  authority  of  King,  Lords,  and 
Commons,  and  v  make  laws  themfelves  ? 
A.  Not  the  leaft  fliadow  of  fuch  a  thing. 
J^.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  converfation  among  the  members 
tending  that  way ;  had  you  any  idea  from  any  thing  you  have 
ever  heard,  that  there  was  an  intention  in  thofe  foaeties  to  in- 
troduce the  anarchy  of  France  into  England  ? 
A  No,  I  had  not. 

When  was  that  hand-bill  brought  to  you  f  « 

Somewhat  about  the  month  of  March  laft,  by  one  Hodg- 
fon  ;  for  I  did  not  become  a  member  till  February. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  You  have  certainly  a&ed  very  properly 
in  withdrawing  yourfelf  from  them,  as  to  the  protection  of  your 
own  character:  all  you  know  about  it  was  between  Febru- 
ary and  the  time  they  were  taken  up  ? 

Am  Yes,  between  the  meeting  at  the  Globe  Tavern  and  the 
apprehenfion  of  Mr.  Hardy  and  Mr.  Adams, 
Was  you  at  Chalk  Farm  ? 
Yes. 
J^  Have  you  read  the  refolutions  at  Chalk  Farm  ? 
A,  Yes,  I  have  feen  the  printed  account  of  them,  and  alio  in 
the  report. 

J^.  Have  you  feen  the  printed  account  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  20th  of  January  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  that  I  have  to  this  hour. 
4J.  Do  you   know  if  they  had  any  thing  to  do  with  Paine's 
Works  of  the  Rights  of  Mart  ? 

A.  I  never  knew  that  but  from  hearfay. 
jjl  Were  you  applied  to  to  print  the  proceedings  of  Chalk 
Farm  ? 
A.  I  was. 

By  whom  ? 

By  feveral  members,  not  by  any  individual  members ;  I 
was  at  the  committee  diyifion,  as  it  was  termed,  and  it  being 
determined  to  print  them,  I  was  applied  to. 

Mr.  Attorney  General*  I  am  now  going  to  proceed  to  prove  a 
circular  letter  of  Mr.  Hardy  for  calling  a  convention. 

George  Rossfiuorn. — Examined  by  Mr,  G arrow. 
Where  is  your  place  of  reildence  ? 
In  Edinburgh. 

Was  you  a  member  of  any  fociety  at  Edinburgh  a  tany  time  ? 
I  fuppofe  you  mean  the  Friends  of  the  People 
Yesr 
I  was* 

O  2  Q  When 
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9.  When  did  you  commence  to  be  fo  ? 

A.  I  believe  Come  time  about  the  end  of  the  year  1 793. 

J^;  Was  you  at  any  time  a  member  of  any  meeting  or  fociety 
called  the  Britifh  Convention  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  was. 

J^;  When  did  you  become  a  member  of  that  Convention  ? 

yf.  I  do  not  recoiled  at  what  time  the  Convention  was  held  at 
prcfent 

J^.  Was  you  deputed  from  your  fociety  as  a  delegate  to  the 
Convention  ? 

A.  I  was. 

_  * 

K  Can  vou  tell  what  time  your  delegation  took  place  ? 
f  I  made  a  mifiake,  it  was  the  end  of  the  year  1792  that  I 
became  a  member  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  and  in  1793  the 
Convention  was  held. 

^.  At  what  time  was  you  appointed  delegate  to  the  Conven- 
tion? 

A.  fhe  end  of  November,  or  the  beginning  of  December, 

1793- 

4J.  Did  you  attend  any  of  the  meetings  of  the  Britifli  Con- 
vention at  Edinburgh  ? 

A.  Several  of  them. 

5.  Were  there  delegates  from  other  focieties  in  Scotland  ? 

\Al  Yes,  there  were. 

9~  Were  there  are  any  from  other  parts  of  the  kingdom  ? 

A.  Yes,  fome  from  England. 

A  Was  you  ever  a  member  of  the  London  Corresponding 
Society  ? 

A.  Never. 

jg.  Do  you  remember  at  any  time  receiving  any  letters  fimilar 
to  that  which  I  now  put  into  your  hand  ? 

A.  I  did  receive  fome  letter  fimilar  to  this, 

j^.  Among  them,  did  you  receive  that  identical  letter  in  your 
ownhand  ? 

A.  Yes ;  I  think  this  is  a  letter  I  fent  into  the  country. 

jj>.  What  other  letters  did  you  receive  with  that  which  were 
of  a  fimilar  tendency  i 

A.  I  think  about  half  a  dozen. 

£K  Who  did  you  receive  them  from  ? 

Al  Mr.  Stock,  in  Edinburgh. 

j9.  What  was  he  with  relpe&  to  the  focieties  at  Edinburgh  \ 
wasne  a  member  of  any  of  them  ? 

A.  I  believe  he  was. 
Of  which  ? 
T.  One  that  m»t  in  the  fouth  fide  of  the  town  of  Edinburgh 
a  fociety  that  met  in  SimmondV Square,  Nicholfon  Street. 
~>.  What  was  the  name  of  the  fociety  ? 
£  I  don't  know  any  particular  name. 

%.  Was 
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Was  it  a  (bciety  of  the  iame  nature  with  that  of  which  you 
was  a  member  ?  : 

A.  Exa&ly  tjbe  fame* 

£>.  Was  there  any  committee  in  the  fociety  you  belonge4 
to? 

A.  No. 

J^j  Having  received  that  letter  from  Mr.  Stock,  and  five  or 
fix  copies  of  it,  what  did  you  do  with  thein  ? 
A.  I  fent  feveral  of  them  into  the  country. 
£0>.  Fir£  look  at  the  fuperfcription  of  the  c^ne  in  your  hanj^ 
and  tell  me  where  that  one  was  fent  ? 

A.  To  a  Mr.  Walter  Miller,  at  Perth.    . 

Name  fome  qther  places  to  which  you  fent  thefe.  letters  ? 
I  fent  one  to  Strathaven. 
j^.  Anv  other? 

A.  I  think  I  fent  one  fo  Pauley,  and  fome  other  town,  I  be- 
lieve, but  I  am  not  certain. 

Did  you  fend  any  to  Dundee  ? 
I  am  not  very  certain  of"  diat. 
j^.  You  told  me  yqu  attended  feveral  meetings  of  the  BritUb 
Convention,  as  it  was  caHed  ? 
A.  Yes. 

^  Be  fo  good  as  tell  us  any  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Britift) 
Convention  at  wtuch  you  was  prefent  \  did  yot*  write  any  of  the 
minutes  of  the  Convention  ? 
A,  I  took  foroe  of  the  minutes. 

Did  you  a £k  as  feqetary  to,  the  Convention  £ 
Now  and  then :  fometimes  I  did. 
JjjK  Without  troubling  yourfelf  with  the  wfyile  of  the  pro- 
ceedings that  we  have  had  already,  do  you  remember  any  parti- 
cular refolution  that  was  pafled  with  any  extraordinary  fcleauwty 
in  the  Convention  ? 

A.  I  don't  recoiled  particulars ;  I  fhould  know  thofe  parts  of 
the  minutes  that  I  wrote  royfelf,  if  I  faw  them* 

J^.  That  is  to  fay,  if  in  the  minutes  you  faw  it  in  your  hand* 
writing,  you  fhould  know  it  again ;  but  I  am  fpeajcing  of  that 
which  is  not  there.  Do  you  remember  a  refolution  palled  witl} 
great  folemnity,  fuch  as  riling  up  and  taking  one  another  by  the 
hand  ? 

Ai  I  recollect  being  queftipned  upon  that  cLrcumftance.  at  th» 
trials  in  Edinburgh  before ;  I  cannot  be  certain  of  it. 

jg.  Do  you  recoiled  whether  you  was  prefent  when  fuch  a 
circumftance  happened  ? 
A.  No. 

J^.  Do  you.  recoiled  the  difpeifon  of  the  Convention  by  the 
magiftracy  of  the  country  ? 

\  I  wafc  not  prefent  at  tjbc ;  ffcft  dtfgerfafl  i.  1  was  in  cuftody. 


•  ^  After  that,  do  you  know  of  the  forming  of  any  commit- 
tees of  ways  and  means,  or  any  thing  of  that  fort  ? 

A.  After  the  difperfion  of  the  Convention  I  did  not  attend  any 
cf  the  committees. 

J^j  Do  you  know  of  the  formation  of  any  committee  which 
met  in  your  own  houfe  ? 

•  A.  I  cannot  fwcar  to  that,  becaufe  I  was  never  prefent  at  one. 
J^.  Though  you  was  not  prefent  at  any  of  thefe  meetings, 

did  you,  from  any  of  the  perfons  who  were  members  of  the  Con- 
vention before  its  drfperfion,  learn  that  there  had  been  a  com- 
mittee of  union  formed  after  the  difperfion  of  the  Convention  ? 

A.  I  underftood  that  there  was  a  committee  of  union. 

j^.  Did  you  underftand  it  from  any  of  the  members  of  the 
Convention  that  had  been  difperfed  ? 

A,  I  cannot  be  certain  of  that ;  I  do  not  recollect. 

•  Mr.  Garrow.  This  I  now  produce  is  a  letter  found  in  the  pof- 
Jeffion  of  the  prifoner,  and  which  the  witnefs  received  from  Mr. 
Stock;  we  have  already  read  one  copy  of  it,  which  was  trans- 
mitted by  the  witnefs  to  Miller,  of  Perth,  and  another  to  Stratha- 
ven,  ana  others  to  different  parts  of  the  country.  Your  Lord- 
fhip  will  recoiled  that  an  anfwer  from  Strathaven  was  received. 
It  is  a  circular  letter,  &c.  figned  T.  Hardy,  Secretary,  and  ad- 
dreffed  to  Mr.  Walter  Miller,  of  Perth. 

1  See  p.  242  of  this  work — u  The  critical  moment  is  arrived," 
&c* 

Crofs-examined  bj  Mr.  Gibbs. 
£.  What  was  your  opinion  of  the  object  of  the  Convention 
in  Scotland  ? 

•  A.  To  procure  a  reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

•  j^*  Did  your  objeA  extend  further  than  to  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  r 

A,  My  object  was  to  procure  a  reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons. 

J^.  Had  you  any  defign  from  what  you  collected  from  the 
members  of  the  fociety,  and  from  what  was  faid  and  done  in  your 
prefence,  that  there  was  any  wifli  or  difpofitidn  in  the  members 
to  touch  the  King's  perfon  or  prerogative  i 

A,  I  never  thought  fo. 

j?.  Was  that  your  object  ? 

jf.  My  object  was  to  procure  a  reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons. 

j^.  You  was  made- a  delegate  in  the  Britifh  Convention  from 
your  fociety  ? 

A.  Yes- 
;    Q  When  you  met  there  as  delegates,  did  you  confider  your- 
ielves  as  the  parliament  of  Great  Britain  ? 

A.  No ;  we  met  to  confider  of  the  proper  means  of  petition* 
mg  parliament. 

jj.  Was 
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J^.  Was  any  thing  done  or  faid  by  the  delegates  from  whence 
you  underftooa  or  colle&ed,  or  did  you  or  they,  fo  fitting  in 
convention,  afilrme  the  authority  and  functions  of  the  magi- 
ftracy  ? 

A.  I  heard  no  fuch  a  thing.  « 

£>j  Did  they  exercife  any  functions  of  the  legiflature  or  exe- 
cutive power  ? 

A*  No  fuch  thing. 

JP.   Was  any  thing  (aid  by  any  member  againft  (jbe  King  ? 
A  Not  that  I  know  of;  not  tnat  I  heard. 
iP.  Did  they  make  any  laws  to  bind  the  people  i 
A,  No,  that  would  have  been  foolifh  enough  topropofe  fuch 
a  thing. 

J;.  What  did  appear  to  you  to  be  their  object  ? 
I  have  told  you  before  to  obtain  a  reform  in  parliament. 
J?.  By  what  means  ?  v 

jfl  By  petitioning;  and  feveral  petitions  were  lent  previous, 
to  the  meeting  of  the  Britifli  Convention. 

JP.  What  number  did  the  Convention  confift  of? 
Ai  There  were  about  200* 

J§>.  Had  you  provided  yourfelves  with  arms  to  attack  the  ma- 
giftracy  ana  government  of  the  country  ? 
A.  We  had  not. 

Sg.  Were  the  delegates  prepared  to  refift  the  magiftracy  by 
force? 

A.  No ;  when  -they  came  to  difperfe  the  Convention  it  way 
only  by  a  fhcrifF  taking  the  chairman  by  the  hand,  as  a  fignal 
of  force,  and  he  came  out  of  the  chair  immediately. 

S%K  Did  he  not  i  nil  ft  that  he  was  doing  nothing  illegal  ? 
A.  That  was  his  argument. 

j|>:  If  you  had  confidered  that  you  was  doing  that  which  was 
illegal  and  diihonourable  in  a  {ubject  of  the  King  to  do,  fliould 
you  have  done  it  ? 

A.  Certainly  not,  I  would  have  refrained  from  it. 
i^J.  If.  you  had  confidered  it  likely,  to  be  dangerous  to  the 
King's  perfbn  and  government,  would  you  have  done  it  ? 

A.  I  never  meant  any  fuch  a  thing ;  I  had  no  fuch  inten- 
tion. 

§.  Did  you  collect  from  others  in  your  fociety  that  they  meant 
any  luch  thing  ? 

yf,  I  never  did,  for  it  was  always  underflood  that  our  fociety 
was  to  obtain  a  reform  in  parliament. 

What  fort  of  people  was  the  Convention  formed  of? 
People  of  all  ranks,  poor  and  rich ;  moft  of  the  poorer 
cla/s  of  people. 

Were  there  any  reputable  trade  Gncn  among  them  ? 
Yes,  there  were  fome  very  reputable  tradcunen* 
JS>*  People  of  good  character  ? 
*•  A.  Yes- 
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•  A  Ye*. 

'  J&.  Of  fober  lives  and  morals  ? 

Al  M«ft  of  them  were  men  of  fober  lives  and  morafs- 

j£.  Was  there  any  thing  done  in  the  Convention  that  led  you 
to  take  upon  you  any  authority  of  your  own  ? 
-  At  No,-*he/  never  thought  of  any  fuch  thing. 

Mr.  Garrow.  It  would  not  have  occurred  to  me  to  have  afted 
you  whether  you  was  a  traitor  or  your  aflbdfltes :  you  have  told 
that  gentleman  ycfti  had  no  idea  of  afTuming  the  powers  of  legis- 
lation by  force  ? 

J.  No,  norife  at  all* 
1  4J.  Yoir  meant  to  procure,  if  you  could,  a  reform  in  the  re-* 
prefentation  of  the  people  ? 

A.  Yes. 

And  that  by  peaceable  means  ? 
Yes. 

i  J^.  And  that  you  would  have  fliuddered  at  the  idea  of  forcible 
means  being  ufed — am  I  right? 
Yes. 

You  had  no  idea  of  going  further  than  that  ? 
I  can  anfwer  for  myfdf  that  I  never  had. 

J§>.  Was  you  prefent  in  the  Convention  When  thofe  prefent 
came  to*  this  refolution,  and  the  conftitutional-  judges-  of  the 
Country  will  fee  whether  you  had  or  not: — cc  That  this  Conven- 
tion, confldering  the  calamitous  confequences  of  any  afl  of  the 
legiflature,  which  may  tend  to  deprive  the  whole  or  any.  part 
of  the  people  of  their  undoubted  right  to  meet  either  by  them- 
felves  or  by  delegation,  to  difcufs  any  matter  relative  -to  their 
common  intereft,  whether  of  a  public  or  private  nature  $  -  and 
holding  the  fame  to  be  totally  inconfiftent  with  the  firft  princi- 
ples and  fafety  of  fociety,  and  alfo  fubverfive  of  our  known  and 
acknowledged  conftitutional  liberties ;  do  hereby  declare,  before 
God  and  the  world,  that  we  (hall  follow  the  wholefome  example 
of  former  times,  by  paying  no  regard  to  any  aft  which  (hall  mi- 
litate againft  the  conititution  of  our  country;  and  (hall  continue 
to  affemble  and  confider  of  the  beft  means  by  which  we  can 
accomplish  a  real  representation  of  the  ,people>  and  annual  elec- 
tion, until  compelled  to  defift.by  fupcrior  force."  Do* you- know 
that  the  Convention  you  was  a  member  of  had  come  to  that  re- 
folution ? 

A.  I  am  not  very  certain  that  that  refolution  was  pafled  in  the 
Convention. 

Upon  your  oath  you  will  fwear  you  was  not  there  ? 
1  don't  recollect  being  prefent  >  I  cannot  remember  whe- 
ther I  was  prefent  at  that  or  not. 

j^.  Can  you  fay  you  was  not  prefett  at  fuch  a  refolution  be- 
ing palled  i- 

*/.  Icaunot 
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J.  I  cannot  anfwer  to  that ;  the  Convention  jyas  held  for  two 
or  three  weeks,  and  I  could  not  get  to  attend  it  every  day,  but  I 
commonly  attended  two  qr  three  hours  every  day,  and  I  could 
not  recollect  all  the  different  resolutions  that  were  pafled. 

S%.  I  will  mention  another  refolution,  and  lee  if  you  recolle£fc 
that :  tt  We  do  refolve,  that  the  firft  notice  given  for  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Convention  bill,  or  any  bill  of  a  fimilar  tendency  to 
that  pafled  irt  Ireland  in  the  laft  feflion  of  their  Parliament,  or 
any  bill  for  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  a<$,  or  the  aft 
for  the  preventing  wrongous  imprifonment,  and  againft  undue 
delays  in  trials  in  North  Britain, — "  Upon  your  oath  was  not 
you  there  when  that  refolution  pafled  ? 

A*  I  believe  I  Was. 

a  Or  in  cafe  of  an  invafion  or  the  admiffion  of  any  foreign 
troops  into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland. 

a  All,  or  any  of  thefe  calamitous  circumftances  (hall  be  a  fig- 
nal  to  the  feveral  delegates  to  repair  to  fuch  place  as  the  fecret 
committee  of  this  Convention  (hall  appoint,  and  the  firft  feven, 
members  (hall  have  power  to  declare  the  fittings  permanent,  {hall 
conftitute  a  Convention,  and  twenty-one  proceed  to  bufinefs. 

a  The  Convention  doth  therefore  refolve,  that  each  delegate, 
immediately  on  his  return  home,  do  convene  his  conftituehts,  and 
explain  to  them  the  neeeifity  of  ele&ing  a  delegate  or  delegates, 
and  of  eftablifhing  a  fund,  without  delay,  againft  any  emergen- 
cies, for  his  or  their  expence,  and  that  they  do  inftruft  the  faid 
delegate  or  delegates  to  hold  ( themfelves  ready  to  depart  at  an 
hour's  warning." 

I  fancy  I  have  brought  you  to  recollect  that  ? 

A.  I  do  recoiled  that  from  your  reading  it. 

^.  You  faid,  there  were  no  members  of  this  fociety  whp 
were  not  decent  refpedtable  men,  men  of  moral  life  and  conver- 
sion? 

A.  No ;  the  gentleman  afked  me  if  there  were  not  fome  repu- 
table tradefmen  who  belonged' to  the  fociety;  I  faid  there  were* 

-9.  Was  Watt  a  member  of  that  Convention  ?         " 

A.  No. 

fWas  Downie  ? 
Yes. 
i^.  As  you  have  faid  to  that  gentleman  that  you  took  their  in- 
,  tention  to  be  toproceed  with  peace  and  order,  1  a/k  you — 

Mr.  Gibbs.  That  is  a! thing  that  I  was  hot  fufferea  to  afk  even 
in  the  crofs-examination. 

Lord  PrefidenU  It  is  an  habitual  irregularity;  it  difturbs  the 
argument  of  the  examination  entirely. 

Mr.  Gqrrow.  J  am  much ,  obliged  to  your  Lordlhip  for  the 

kindnefs  with  which  the  admonition  comes,  and  mail  certainly 

•  bow.-- ->Was  you  pj efent  when  this  refolution  was  pafled :  u  That 

the  moment  of  any  illegal  difpeffion  of  the  Britifh  Convention 
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of  a  general  union  among  the  poople  themfelves  will  be  able  to 
heal  the  anarchy  and  difcord  that  will  follow;  hafte  therefore  to 
affociate,  at  lcaft  be  ready  to  aflociate:"  and  he  further  ftatcs, 
**-  Do  not,  I  entreat  you,  hefitate,  thinking  fuch  a  work  prema- 
ture as  yet,  but  a  month,  arid  then  it  may  be  too  late."     And 
then  he  goes  on,  and  defires  an  affiliation  in  one  great  and  indi- 
vifiHe  family.     Upon  the  23d  of  November,  1793,  we  have 
proved  that  another  letter  was  fent  by  Mr.  Hardy,  which  is  a 
letter  written  to  Norwich,  in  which  he  informs'  the  focicty  at 
Norwich  of  the  Contention  called,  and  now  fitting  in  Edinburgh, 
for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  a  fpeedy  and  radical  reform $  that 
the  fociety  at  Norwich  were  in  pofleffion  of  the  circumftances  of 
the  London  Correfponding  Society,  and  the  fociety  for  Confti- 
tutional  Information  having  fent  delegates  to  that  Convention, 
that  it  had  diffufed  .through  the  refpe&ive  focietics  in  Scotland  a 
fpirit  and  refolutionj  that  a  rapid  increafe  of  the  avowed  friend* 
of.  liberty,    which  had  already  made  its  appearance,  and  the 
profpects  which  had  been  opened  before  them  of  the  moft  com-   ' 
plete  union,  the  moft  determined  perfeverance,  the  moft  a&ive 
exertion  in  every  conftitutional  meafure  that  can  be  devifed  for 
the  r ecovery  of  our  rights,  and  the  complete  renovation  of  the 
liberties  and  hafypinefs  which,  as  men,  we  are  entitled  to,  and 
as  Britons  we  have  been  taught  to  expert.     Then  he  prefles  the 
fociety  at  Norwich  torouze  to  immediate  co-operation  with  thefe 
efforts,  for  the  general  good.     Let  us  awake  you  to  a  fenfe  of  the 
importance  of  the  pretent  moment,  and  perfuade  you,  perfuade 
all  the  patriotic  focieties  in  England,  to  ftrengthen  immediate 
junction  with  this  grand  federation.     We  have  alfo  produced  leu 
ters  to  Sheffield  and  Leeds,  defiring  them  to  fend  delegates  to 
the  Convention  in  Scotland.     My  Lord,  they  did  fend  delegates 
to  that  Convention  in  Scotland,  and  Mr.  Skirving',  the  fecretary 
of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  appears  to  have  written  circular 
letters  upon  the  arrival  of  the  delegates  from  England  to  the  fo- 
cieties, defiring  them  all  to  unite.     We  have  read  letters  written 
both  by  Mr.  Margarot  and  Mr.  Gerald  to  Mr.  Hardy,  and  from 
Mr.  Hardy  to  Mr.  Margarot  and  Mr.  Gerald :  Mr,  Hardy,  in  a 
letter  of  the  8th  of  November,  1793,  fays,  "  That  part  pf  your 
letter  which  mentioned  your  vifiting  different  towns  in  Scotland, 
ibr  the  purpofe  of  promoting  the  caufe,  they  were  pleafed  with  the 
idea  j  but  they  thought,  that  it  could  not  be  put  in  practice  011 
account  of  the  neceflary  fupplies."     My  Lord,  your  Lordfhips 
will  alfo  find  that  there  was  that  fort  of  resolution  made  which 
was  juft  now  mentioned  to  the  witnefs,  and  it  is  feted,  that  they 
had  even  laid  the  plans  of  a  future  Convention.    Your  Lordfhjps 
will  alfo  be  pleafed  to  recolleS,  that  in  December,  1793,  Mr, 
Margarot,  then  in  Scotland,  writes  to  the  London  Correfpond- 
ing Society,  in  which  he  fays,  he  underftands  they  have  come  to 
fome  ftrong  refolutions.    Your  Lordflxjps  will  rind  another  oo 
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the  24th  of  December,  1793,  of  Mr.  Skirving  to  Mn  Hardy,  hi 
which  he  fays,  the  time  is  coining  when  theV  will  (hew  theihfelveg 
worthy  of  them.     Then,  upon  the  20th  of  January,  1794,  your 
Lord/hip  will  alfo  recoiled,  that  at  the  Globe  Tavern  they  come 
to  precisely  die  fame  refolution  as  that  come  to  in  the  Convention 
in  Scotland,  before  that  Convention  was  difperfed,  in  cafe  of  a 
motion  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  for  a  fufpenfton  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  A&,  and  fo  on,  the  Convention  fhould  be  called  im- 
mediately;  and  it  was  communicated  in  a  letter  from  Scotland, 
written  by  Mr.  Margarot  and  Mr.  Skirving,  in  which  they  ftate 
that  a  refolution  was  come  to  leaving  out  the  cafe  of  invafion,  and 
they  fay  that  letters  will  not  Rifely  communicate  all  they  have. to 
fey  on  the  fobjed.     After  the  di^perfion,  theie  focieties  no  longer 
lifted 'as  a  Convention,  but  the  Friends  of  the  People,  and  other 
affiliated  focieties,  proceeded  to  form  committees  of  Ways  and 
Means,  and  Union.     I  come,  therefore*  to  fubmit  to  your  Lord- 
ftip,  clearly  laying  a  foundation,  that  up  to  this  period  all  thefe 
focieties  were  affiliated,  that  is,  the  London  and  Scotch  focieties, 
and  that  it  is  exceeding  clear,  that  whatever  Convention  was 
called,  was  to  be  a  Convention  both  of  England  and  Scotland; 
this  being  fo,  we  have  brought  before  your  Lordfhips,  evidence, 
of  which  I  will  fay  no  more,  than  that  it  is  evidence  to  go  to  the 
Jury;  that  affiliated  fodetie6  in  London,  and  the  members  of 
them,  were  providing  muflcets  and  pikes;  the  Sheffield  fociety. 
correfpoding  alfo  with  Scotland  and  with  the  London  Correspond- 
ing Society,  which  London  Correiponding  Society  were  alfo 
providing  pikes.     I  therefore  conceive  I  am  entitled  to  prove  the 
proviiion  of  pikes  and  the  a&ual  refiftance  of  government  in  Scot- 
land at  the  fame  time,  exactly  upon  the  feme  principle  as  if  we 
were  trying  an  open  rebellion  in  the  country.     I  fay  according 
to  the  principles  in  Lord  Lovat's  cafe,  that  if  there  was  an  armed 
force  then  aflTembled  in  different  parts  of  the  country,  I  ihoul  J 
have  been  entitled  to  have  fliewn  that  there  was  another  party 
refilling  the  King's  forces,  even  though  I  fhould  not  be  able,  by 
letter,  to  (hew  that  they  were  co-operating  with  each  other  $ 
therefore  this,  according  to  that  principle  in  Lord  Lovat's  cafe, 
I  think  is  perfectly  clear. 

Mr.  Er skint.  We  have  been  entertained  here  fo  many  days, 
and  we,  who  are  Counfel  for  the  prifoner,  having  been  onty  dif-, 
miffed  from  the  Court  to  have  that  reft  which  nature  requires,  and 
without  having  an  opportunity  of  looking  at  thtfe  different  papers 
wiych  conftitute  the  great  body  of  evidence  in  the  caufe,  f  con- 
fefe  I  am  not  fo  well  prepared,  nor  is  it  poffible  I  fhould  be,  or 
is  it  poffible  for  anv  man  to  be,  to  follow  the  Attorney  General 
in  the  connection  in  which  he  feems  to  labour  in  the  different  do- 
cument? he  has  read  j  but,  as  far  as  I  can  underftand  it,  I  tajce  it 
there  \%  nothing  which  can  connect  the  -  prifoner  with  the  pro- 
ceedings 
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ceedings  in  Scotland.    Firft  of  all,  witji  refpeft  to  the  letter 
which  the  Attorney  General. has.read *- 

Mr.  Attorney  General  I  beg;  pat  dqn,  I  forgot  that  we  had 
proved  this  circular  letter  actually  to  hdve  Keen  found  in  Scot- 
land ;  and  that  is  a  circular  letter  written  after  the  refolutions, 
.ftating,'  that  they  are  to  have  a  convention  of  the  people,  that 
*hey  have  a  central  fituation  in  view,  but  which  they  forbear  to 
mentionjtill  they  have,  the  anfwer  of  the  Societies. 

*Mr~G*rr.ow.  (Tothe.ivitnefsJ  I  believe. we  left  off  with  that 
part.of  jWatt's  plan,  kindling  a  fire  at  the  Excife-office  and  a 
par£y,of  men  were  to  be  ftationed  at  the  Luckcnbooths.  That 
was  a  p?per  tead.to  this  fub-committee  ? 

J.  Yes,  there  was,  to  be  a  party  of  men  ftationed  at  the  head 
of  «the  Wfeft+how,  and  the  fire  was. to  draw  the  military  from  the 
'Gartifon. 

S.  '  Wasithat  from  .the  Caftle  of  Edinburgh  ? 

jK  Yes ;  when  they  came  down  paft  the  Bow,  the  men  being 

ftationed  at  the  head  of  .the  Bow,  they  were  to  come  behind  them, 

and  the  other  were  to  take  th^m  in  the  front ;  they  were  to  be 

,*put  between  two  fires,  they  were  to  be  encloftd  by  two  parties 

in  thefe  different  ftations. 

What  were  to  be  enclofed  ? 

The  foldiery ;  this  fire  was  to  drive  -them  forth  from  the 
Gaixifon. 

JP.  What  more  was  to  be  done  ? 

A.  There  were  different  parties,  in  that  paper,  were  to  feize 
the  different  bankingJioufes  in  Edinburgh ;  a  commiffioner  to  be 
appointed  to  go  and  demand  the  cafh  from  the  banks :  that  is,  as 
far  as  J  recollect,  the  purport  of  that  paper  which  he  mentioned 
at  that  time. 

j£-  Who  were  thefe  different  parties  that  were  to  be  ftationed 
at  the  bank  \  of  whom  were  thefe  people  to  be  compofcd  >  be- 
longing to  what  focieties  or  committees  were  they  to  be  i 

A  1  could  not  fay ;  what  I  thought  of  his  plan  was,  that  he 
meant  the  Friends  of  the  People,  but  at  the  fame  time — 

Lord.PrefuUnt.  Did  he  (ay  who  were  to  be  the  people  that 
were  to  execute  it  ? 

A  No,  I  know  not  one -individual  that  was  to  execute  it. 

Mr.  Garrow.  This  plan  of  Watt's  was  read  in  the  fub-coro~ 
jnittee? 

A.  Yes,  but  it  was  drawn  up  by  himfclf,  as  I  conceived. 

A  Who  were  there  ? 

A.  Mr.  Stock,  Mr.  Watt,  Mr.  Downie,  Mr.  Waldron,  and 
jnyfelf. 

Lord  Prefidtnt.  Were  no  more  but  thofe  five  preient  ? 

A.  No. 

j£.  Qf  how.ma*y  wasthe committee  of  Ways  and  Means  com- 
pofed  i 

Aw  Sevefy 
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A.  Seven,  altogether. 

Mr.  Garrow.  Now  when  this  was  read,  what  further  palled  in 
the  committee  ? 

A.  Nothing  further  pafled.  I  objected  to  it  immediately ;  I 
iaid  I  would  not  agree  to  any  thing  that  Ihould  tend  to  difturb  the 
peace,  or  fhed  the  blood  or  my  countrymen,  and  Mr.  Waldron 
agreed  with  me :  there  being  that  opposition,  by  us  two,  there  was 
no  further  comment  made  upon  it. 

i?.  Do  you  remember  at  any  other  time  Watt  propofing  either 
the  fame  plan  with  any  enlargement,  or  any  new  plan  or  fcheme 
for  any  thing  elfe  to  be  put  in  execution  at  Edinburgh  ? 

A,  I  remember  his  reading  a  plan  the  laft  time  I  was  at  the 
committee  at  Edinburgh,  or  thereabouts. 

fHow  many  pertons  were  prefent  ? 
It  was  a  committee  night  that  the  committee  ufed  to  meet* 
j^.  When  the  great  committee,  or  the  fub-committee  met  ? 
A.  The  fub-committee. 

j^.  What  was  the  plan  propofed  by  Watt  at  that  fub-com- 
mittee, that  he  read  to  you  then  r 

A.  That  was  rather  a  copy  of  a  proclamation.  It  run  thus : 
prohibiting  all  farmers,  dealers  in  corn,  grain,  or  hay,  to  remove 
the  fame  away  from  their  refpective  places  of  abode,  under  pain 
of  death. 

Lord  Prefident.  Was  you  prefent  at  that  meeting  too  ? 
jf.  Yes. 

How  foon  after  the  firft  ? 

I  cannot  recollect ;  I  was  five  nights  at  that  committee, 
J^.  How  long  was  this  after  the  other  ? 
A.  I  think  it  might  be  two  weeks  after  the  other* 

fYou  met  once  a  week  ? 
Yes.  .     v 

Mr.  Garrow.  What  more  did  this  proclamation  fay  ? 

A.  To  all  gentlemen  refiding  in  the  country,  not  to  leave  their 
refpective  habitations  for  more  than  three  miles,  under  the  lame 
penalty. 

Q.  What  more? 

A.  That  is  as  far  as  I  recollect. 

^.  The  proclamation  proceeded  as  far  as  you  have  now  ftated; 
was  there  any  thing  in  that  addrefs  refpe&ing  his  Majefty  ? 

A.  At  the  back  of  it  was  a  copy  of  an  addrefs  to  his  Majefty, 
ordering  him  to  diimifs  all  his  minifters,  and  put  an  end  to  the 
bloody  war,  or  he  might  expect  bad  confequences,  or  abide  the 
ponfequence,  I  am  not  certain  which. 

4>.  Now,  Sir,  according  to  what  Watt  reprefented  in  that 
committee,  when  was  this  proclamation  or  plan  to  be  carried 
into  execution  ? 

4*  He  (aid,  I  think  the  paper  mentioned  alfo,  that  a  copy  of 
Vol.  II.  Q.  this 
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this  addrefs  was.to  be  fent  ofF  to  his  Majefty  the  morning  after 
the  attack.     I  think  it  fun  thus* 

J^.  What  attacjc;  that  of  drawing  the  foldiers  from  the 
Caffle? 

A.  I  thought  it  was  only  to  ftrengthert  his  plan  that  he  had 
read  in  the  former  Committee. 

J^.  Was  it  (aid,  what  was  to  be  done  with  thefe  foldiers  when 
they  were  drawn  out  ? 

if.  Make  them  prifoners. 

'  &,  With  regard  to  this  fecond  plan,  what  pafled  about  it  ? 

A.  There  was  nothing  paffed  upon  the  fecond  plan ;  for  I  faid, 
u  Mr.  Watt,  thefe  things  do  not  belong  to  the  caufe  of  reform, 
and  I  will  by  no  means  agree  to  any  fuch  a  thing." 

4J.  Had  you  been  a  member  of  the  BritHh  Convention  at 
Edinburgh  r 

A.  Yes. 

jj\  I  don't  know  whether  you  was  prefent  at  the  paffing  of 
any  of  the  folemn  declarations  and  refolutions  of  that  Conven- 
tion ? 

A.  No,  I  was  not. 

fDo  you  know  a1  petfon  of  the  name  of  Orrock  ? 
Yes. 

SjK  Do  you  know  of  any  order  that  Watt  gave  to  Orrock,  to 
form  any  offenfive  weapons  ? 

A.  Yes ;  Watt  called  upon  me  one  day,  and  afked  me  to  take 
a  walk  to  Orrock's ;  when  he  was  there  he  told  him  he  wifhed 
him  to  make  fome  pikes ;  and,  asfar  as  I  cam  recoiled,  Orrock 
drew  a  model  upon  the  table,  upon  a  flate,  or  a  board. 

4>.  What  was  Orrock  by  trade  ? 

A*  A  fmith. 

Did  he  refide  in  Edinburgh? 

Within  a  mile.  Watt  faid,  the  one  that  he  had  fketched 
out  would  do  very  well ;  he  bid  him  to  be  bufy,  and  work,  for  he 
had  4000  to  fend  to  Perth,  befides  what  he  had 'to  distribute 
about  Edinburgh.     That  is  all  that  I  can  remember. 

jj>.  Do  you  know,  in  point  of  fa£fc,  that  Orrock  did  make 
fome  pikes  for  Watt,  in  confequence  of  that  order  ? 

A.  I  pnly  know  it  fince  Orrock  was  in  confinement. 

£K  Do  you  know  of  any  being  found  at  Watt's  or  Orrock's 
houies  ? 

A.  No,  I  don't  know  of  my  own  knowledge,  I  never  faw  one 
of  them. 

4>.-Or  did  you  know  it  from  Watt  before  he  was  appre- 
hended ? 

A,  Yes. 

jj>.  You  mentioned  to  us  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  Stock;  do 
you  remember  at  the  meeting  of  the  committee  at  which  Stock 

was 


f    "5    ] 

was  prefent,  his  laying  where  he  wa*  going  to  ?— What  was 
Stock? 

A.  Stock  was  one  of  the  committee  of  Edinburgh. 

i?;  Where  did  he  fay  he  was  going  to  ? 

A.  He  faid  he  was  going  to  London  or  Briftol. 

j^.  Did  he  mention  any  perfon  in  Londen,  in  particular,  upon 
whom  he  would  wait  ? 

A*  He  faid  he  would  wait  upon  Mr,  Hardy,  by  the  defire  of 
Mr.  Watt. 

J^.  For  what  purpofe  ? 

A.  Watt  propoled  to  fend  a  letter  by  him  to  fylr.  Hardy. 

J^.  And  for  what  purpofe  was  he  to  wait  on  Mr.  Hardy  ? 

A.  I  cannot  fay;  Mr.  Stock  faid,  he  would  take  the  letter  to 
Mr.  Hardy,  and  that  he  would  do  every  thing  in  his  power  to 
eftablifh  a  correfpondence  between  the  two. 
What  two  ? 
Mr.  Hardy  and  Mr.  Watt,  as  far  as  I  can  recollect. 

£?.  Shew  us  what  he  did  ? 

Ai  He  took  up  a  (heet  of  paper,  and  he  marked  upon  one  part 
of  the  paper  the  ariftocrats  doing  fo  and  fo,  and  the  other  fide,  the 
democrats  doing  fo  and  fo. 

J&.  What  was  that  reprefeated  to  be  for  ? 

A.  Mr.  Watt  wanted  to  correfpond  with  Mr.  Hardy,  and  Mr. 
Stock  prepared  a  paper,  which  he  conftdered  as  a  fecure  mode 
q£  correfpondence. 

Jj\  Was  there  any  talk  about  Mr.  Stock  calling  again  upon 
Watt  for  a  letter  ? 

A.  Mr.  Watt  (aid,  he  was  to  call  upon  him  again  the  next 
day. 

Didhecfdl? 

I  never  faw  any  thing  inore  of  him  after  that. 
Crefs-examintd  by  Mr.  Ersk.iN£. 

£K  What  did  you  fay  laft — Watt  wtfhed  to  correfpond  with 
Mr.  Hardy  in  a  fafe  manner,  and  Stock  had  a  piqce  of  paper  and 
fhewed  him  a  plan  of  carrying  on  the  correfpondence :  did  Mr, 
Hardy  defire  his  correfpondence  i 

A.  I  don't  know. 

4J.  Was  you  a  member  of  this  fociety  of  the  Friends  of  the 
People  ? 

A.  I  was  of  the  fociety  at  the  Water  of  Leith. 

J^.  What  committee  was  this  that  Watt  and  Downie  and  thofe 
people  met  i 

A.  It  was  to  be  a  fub-committee  to  look  into  the  finances  of 
Mr.  Skirving ;  he  had  wrote  {hein  <a  letter  that  he  wanted  twenty 
pounds :  that  is  all  I  know  about  it ;  I  thought  it  was  tor  nothing 
elk,  , 

fe)    What  was  the  object  of  your  fociety  ? 
Parliamentary  reform. 


f     xi8    ] 

A.  I  have  heard  that  mentioned,  that  they  were  to  have  an- 
other Convention  \  that  the  focieties  were  to  get  information  re- 
ipe&ing  that  other  meeting. 

&.  Who  was  to  furniih  them  with  that  information,  the  dii- 
perfed  members  of  the  Convention  ? 

A.  I  cannot  (ay. 

j^.  The  purpofe  of  this  new  Contention  was  only  to  petition 
parliament  for  the  purpofe  of  reform? 

A.  I  cannot  Uy  as  to  that. 

4>.  This  gentleman  has  got  you  to  fay,  that  you  had  no  idea 
of  any  arms  being  ufed.  Upon  your  oath,  how  came  you  to  go  a 
fecond  time  into  Watt's  company,  after  hearing  him  read  the  fir£ 
paper,  when  he  propofed  carrying  that  plan  into  execution  ? 

A.  I  thought  I  fhould  have  heard  no  more  of  fuch  propo- 
rtions. I  did  inform  the  Sheriff  of  that  unhappy  man  Watt's 
propositions. 

4*.  Did  you  inform  the  Sheriff  before  that  fecond  time  ? 

Lord  Prefident.  Queftions  muft  not  be  afked  which  might  in- 
volve the  witnefs.  You  are  leading  him  into  a  confeffion  of  high 
treafon. 

M*Ewen.    My  Lord,  I  am  not  at  all  acquainted  with  any 
thing  of  the  Court ;  and  I  hope  your  Lordfhip  will  protect  me. 
William  Middleton  /worn — Examined  by  Mr.  G arrow. 

Mr.  G arrow.  Did  you  learch  the  houfe  of  Watt  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  fcarched  the  houfe  of  Robert  Watt  upon  the  15th 
of  May,  who  was  lately  executed  at  Edinburgh. 


i?.  Did  you  find  any  pikes  in  his  houfe  ? 


t.  Erskine.  It  was  after  Hardy  was  taken. 

Mr.  Attorney  General  We  fhall  be  able  to  prove,  that  the* 
order  was  given  before.  Hardy  was  taken  up. 

Lord  PrefidenU  It  cannot  be  admitted. 

The  Court  then  rofe^  when  they  were  addreffed  by 

Mr.  Erskine.  My  Lord,  I  ftand  here  placed  indeed  in  a  very 
anxious  fituation ;  there  has  been  a  moft  voluminous  body  of 
written  evidence  produced  in  this  cafe,  all  of  which  is  not  printed; 
copies  of  thofe  parts  which  are  printed  have  not  as  yet  reached 
me.  There  has  been  two  days  fpent  in  parole  evidence,  and  we 
being  but  two,  affigned  as  Counfel  for  the  prifoner,  have  been 
obliged  conftantly  to  be  engaged  in  Court,  in  crofc-examining  the 
witnefles  for  the  Crown  s  and  your  Lordfhip  very  well  knows, 
the  crofs-examination  prefents,  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner,  the 
great  feature  of  our  cafe,  as  far  as  the  parole  evidence  extends, 
and  a  great  part  of  that  has  fell  upon  me  $  and  your  Lordfhip 
muft  be  fenuble,  I  could  not  take  very  particular  notes  of  what 
was  faid.  I  humbly  requefted  of  your  Lordfhip  the  indulgence 
of  an  hour  or  two,  to  look  over  the  papers>  which  your  Lordfhip 
was  .ready  to  grant  me*  My  Lord^  I  was  prevented  by  jndifpo- 
fition,  in  an  extreme  degree,  from  looking  into  them  j  I  was  fo 

ill, 
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ill,  that  nothing  but  its  being  a  caufe  of  fuch  magnitude  woulrf 
have  brought  me  into  this  court :  fo  that  I  can  fay,  with  a  fafe 
confcience,  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  calling  my  eye  over 
any  part  of  the  evidence,  except  that  I  have,  I  hope  at  leaft,  feen 
what  is  the  general  refult  of  it     I  hope,  from  thefe  circum- 
ftances,  therefore,  the  prifoner  may  be  indulged  with  fome  op- 
portunity for  Mr.  Gibos  and  myfelf  to  arrange  the  papers,  and 
confider  them  together,  before   we  are  called  upon  to  make  our 
defence:    and  your  Lordfhip  obferves,  it  is  neceflary  not  for 
my  addrefs  to  the  Jury  only,  but  the  prifoner's  cafe  in  a  great 
deal  depends  upon  that  which  arifes  from  the  arrangement  of  the 
evidence,  and  the  consideration  Counfel  give  to  that  cafe ;  and 
I  feel  myfelf  in  no  condition  able  to  do  this,  either  in  a  way  fit 
for  the  Court  or  the  prifoner.     I  don't  wife  to  propofc  any  par- 
ticular time,  but  leav*  it  to  the  juftice  of  the  Court,  perfectly  fur^ 
that  in  leaving  it  there,  I  leave  it  in  the  fafeft  place. 

Lord  Prefident.  I  feel  the  weight  of  your  obfervation,  on  the 

difficulty  under  which  you  labour :  the  Court  have  a  difpofition  to 

give  you  the  indulgence,  but  they  can't,  there  is  a  great  mafs  of 

evidence.     If  any  part  of  your  cafe  arifes  out  of  the  evidence,  it 

is  fit  it  fhould  be  thoroughly  canvaffed  \  at  the  fame  time  it  is 

certainly  notorious,  that  the  great  bulk  of  that  evidence  has  been 

in  print  a  great  while ;  and  I  cannot  believe  that  it  has  not  been 

well  confidered,  fo  much  of  it  as  has  been  in  print     If  the 

queftion  only  reflected  the  perfonal  accommodation  of  yourfelves, 

at  the  expence  of  the  perfonal  inconvenience  of  myfelf  and  my 

brothers,  I  -am  fure  we  fhould  be  very  ready  to  faenfice  our  own 

perfonal  convenience :  but  there  is  a  great  deal  more  in  the  cafe ; 

a  Jury,  who  have  been  thrown  into  the  moft  arduous  fervice 

that  1  ever  faw  or  heard  of,  and  have  performed  ir  in  a  manner 

that  does  them  infinite  honour,  they  will,  I  have  no  doubt,  from 

the  fpecimen  I  have  feen,  and  as  far  as  it  is  neceffary,  perform 

the  remainder  of  it  in  the  fame  manner  >  but  to  give  you  a  fuf- 

penfion  of  your  fatigue,  at  the  expence  of  keeping  the  Jury,  is  a» 

thing  that  is  perfectly  impoffible  for  us  to  think  of.     Now  this 

occurs,  my  brothers  will  confider  of  it.    You  are  men  of  honour, 

and  you  will  tell  us  whether  ypu  really  have  witnefTes ;  whether 

you  do  mean  to  call  witnefTes,  or  to  take  the  cafe  on  the  .ground 

upon  which  it  is  already  made.    If  you  mean  to  call  witnefTes* 

you  may  call  them  to-morrow ;  you  may  go  on  with  the  cafe,  to 

fill  up  all  the  time  that  ought  to  be  filled  up,  leaving  only  a  part 

^f  Sunday,  the  common  interval  of  reft,  without  our  keeping  the 

Jury  in  a  fituation  to  do  nothing.     If  you  do  not  mean  to  call 

witnefles,  but  mean  to  leave  the  cafe,  with  the  obfervation*  that 

arifoupon  the  evidence  that  is  before  the  Court,  that  will  alter  the 

cafe ;  but  if  witnefTes  are  to  be  called,  and  you  defire  not  to  go 

on,  you  muft  immediately  begin  to  examine  your  evidences,  as 

fcon  as  they  have  clofed,  and  fill  up  the  time  that  will  intervene 

between 


between  that  and  the  time  when  you  will  be  ready  to  go  on  wf  A 
your  addrefs  to  the  Jury.  In  that  cafe  we  fhall  put  the  Jury 
under  no  unneceflary  hardships,  becaufe  whether  they  hear 
the  witnerTes  before  or  after  the  fpeech,  is  a  matter  of  no  im- 
portance. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  mould  be  afraid  to  take  upon  myfelf  the  ex- 
periment of  trying  fo  great  a  caufe  as  this,  in  a  manner  very  dif- 
ferent from  any  known  in  the  annals  of  this  country j  and  un- 
doubtedly the  evidence  comes  with  infinitely  more  weight,  and 
proper  weight,  when  it  is  firft  explained  by  obfervations  from  the 
Counfel  that  may  be  ncceflary,  in  order  to  enter  fully  into  the 
defence,  without  which  much  of  the  effect  of  the  evidence  may 
be  loft  and  diftorted  by  the  crofs-examination  of  the  Counfel  for 
th«  Crown. 

My  Lord,  I  do  qot  propofe  that  which  can  be  properly  called  a 
fufpenfion  of  the  trial,  which  is  to  throw  that  fort  of  inconve- 
nience upon  the  Jury,  which,  I  am  fure,  would  give  me  as  much 
pain  as  it  would  give  to  them  or  any  one  elfe ;  but  your  Lord- 
fhip  will  recoiled,  that  the  Attorney  General  (and  I  am  fure  I 
think  as  highly  as  poffible  of  the  ability  of  the  Attorney  General, 
and  the  manner  in  which  he  performed  his  duty,)  felt  it  neceflary 
to  fpend  nine  hours  in  the  opening  of  the  caufe  \  the  prifoner 
may  undoubtedly  expect  equal  time  in  opening  his  cafe,  if  neccf- 
fary :  and  if  I  were  thrown  upon  that  at  this  moment,  not  hav- 
ing a  fufEcient  recollection  of  the  principal  points  of  evidence, 
I  might  go  on  reading  a  great  number  of  papers ;  whereas  if  I 
had  but  the  opportunity  of  a  few  hours  (that  is  the  nature  of  my 
application)  merely  to  arrange  nay  papers,  I  would  feledt  fuch  as, 
in  the  judgement  of  my  learned  friend  and  myfelf,  are  fufEcient 
for  our  defence. 

Lord  Prefident.  I  dread  the  explanation  of  a  few  hours. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  can  only  fay,  I  am  literally  at  this  moment  fo 
extremely  unwell,  that  I  don't  think  if  I  were  to  be  called  upon 
to  fpeak  to  any  length  of  time,  I  can  poffibly  fupport  it. 

Lord  Preftdcnt.  I  can  eafily  conceive  that  to  be  the  cafe,  and 
it  is  a  circumftance  I  am  extremely  forry  for ;  at  the  fame  time  I 
cannot  hazard  the  fituation  of  the  Jury.  We  fhall  fit  late  on 
Saturday. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  am  very  forry,  but  I  don't  fhrink  from  the  bu- 
fintfs. 

Lord  PreftdenU  It  is  far  from  my  wifh  to  impofe  upon  you 
more  than  1  can  poilibly  help.  What  is  your  explanation  of  4 
few  hours  ? 

Mr.  Erflcine  declined  the  appearance  of  prefcribing  to  the 
Court,  and  would  be  contented  with  what  time  they  fhould  think 
proper  to  afford  him. 

The  Attorney  General  being  afked  what  further  witnefles  he 
bad  to  produce,  faid,  there  w.re  only  two*  and  thofe  to  points 

giveo 
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given  in  evidence  before,  which  ftiight  not  take  ifcore  than  twenty 
tninutes. 

Mr.  Erfkine  wais  afked  whether  he  intended  to  call  witnefles, 
dr  reft  the  defence  on  the  evidence  already  adduced.  He  an* 
fwered,  that  he  intended  to  call  witnefles. 

Mr.  Juftice  Buller  obferved,  that  he  neither  accepted  the  ex- 
pedient the  Court  fuggefted,  nor  tfould  mention  precifely  the 
time  he  wirhed  to  obtain. 

Mr.  Erskine.  The  Attorney  General  felt  it  neceffary  to  con- 
fume  nine  hours ;  I  fhould  not  confume  half  that  time  if  I  had 
an  opportunity  of  doing  that  which  I  humbly  requeft  of  the 
Court;  that  is,  of  arranging  the  materials  in  fuch  a  manner,  that 
I  fhould  be  able  to  make  thofe  obfervatioris  that  occurred  to  me  a$ 
the  proper  obfervations  as  Counfel  for  the  prisoner. 

Lira  Prefident.  I  have  offered  you  an  expedient. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  I  have  no  doubt  in  faying*  that  it  is  utterly  impof* 
fible  for  Mr.  Erllrine  and  myfelf,  in  the  fituation  in  which  we 
are>  with  refpeft  to  ourfelves,  with  refpeft  to  the  Court,  and 
with  refpeft  to  the  Jury,  it  is  utterly  impoffible  for  Us  to  think 
©f  that ;  becaufe,  if  an)|  thing  adverfe  fhould  happen,  when  we 
have  taken  fuch  a  line,  the  imputation  will  lie  upon  Us. 

Lord  Prefident.  Whether  the  cafe  is  taken  upon  the  fumming 
up  of  the  evidence,  or  whether  it  is  taken  upon  the  opening  of 
the  evidence,  I  can  fee  no  difference ;  as  to  what  is  the  beft  man- 
ner and  the  beft  method  of  laying  the  cafe  before  the  Jury,  is 
another  difficulty  $  we  are  affifting  the  prifbner  by  putting  his 
Counfel  in  that  train.  Mr.  Erfkine  has  not  yet  told  us  what  he  aiks. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  fhall  certainly  be  contented  with  what  time  the 
Court  fhall  think  proper  to  afford  me. 

Lord  Prefident.  Then  fuppofe  we  adjourn  to  eleven  o'clock. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  We  conceive  your  Lordfhip  will  permit  Mr* 
Erfkine  to  open  the  cafe,  and  the  witnefles  will  be  heard,  and 
then  I  fhall  be  heard  after  the  witnefles. 

Lord  Prefident.  You  will'Condu<ft  your  cafe  as  you  think  beft 
for  the  intereft  of  your  client. 

Mr.  Erskine*  I  fhould  be  glad  if  your  Lordfhip  Would  allow 
another  hour. 

Lord  Prefident.  I  feel  (o  much  for  the  fituation  of  the  Jury, 
on  their  account  I  canr^t  think  of  it. 

Mr.  Erskine.  My  Lord,  I  never  Was  placed  in  fuch  a  fituation 
in  the  whole  courfe  of  my  practice  before,  with  fo  many  gentle- 
men on  the  other  fide ;  however,  I  don't  thrink  from  it 

One  of  the  Jury.  My  Lord,  wc  are  extremely  willing  to  allow 
Mr.  Erikine  another  hour,  if  your  Lordfhip  thinks  proper. 

Lord  Prefident.  As  the  Jury  beg  it  for  you,  I  will  not  refufe  you. 

The  Court  then,  at  half  paft  one  o'clock  in  the  morning,  ad- 
journed to  twelve. 

[  End  of  the  Fourth  Day.] 
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Saturday  Morning,  November  r,  1794. 
THE  Court  met,  purfuant  to  adjournment,  at  twelve  o'clock* 

PRESENT, 

Lord  Chief  Justice  Eyre,  Lord  President, 

Lord  Chief  Baron,  I     Mr.  Justice  Buller, 

Baron  Hotham,  I     Mr.  Justice  Grose. 

The  Attorney  General  obferved,  that  he  was  now  going  to 
prove  a  paper  which  was  found  in  the  pofleflion  of  Martin  and 
Thelwall,  and  alfo  another  paper  found  in  the  pofleflion  of  Mr, 
Martin,  being  the  hand-writing  of  Mr-  Martin*  both  printed  in 
the  Second  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee*  p.  18.  Thefe 
papers  were  found  after  the  apprehenfion  of  Hardy,  but  he  fhould 
prove  that  they  exifted  long  before  that  period. 

Mr,  Gibbs  feid,  that  thefe  papers  were  never  made  ufe  of;  they 
were  (imply  in  their  cuftody,  independent  of  obfervation.  The 
admiflion  6/  it  in  evidence  dire&ly  contradicted  the  rule  their 
Lordfhips  had  laid  down  not  to  receive  any  document  found  after 
the  apprehenfion  of  Hardy. 

The  Lord  Prejident  obferved>  that  the  only  ground  of  the  rule 
is,  that  being  found  afterwards,  it  poflibly  might  not  exift  pre* 
vious,  and  therefore  was  no  proof  that  the  prifoner  was  s^  party 
to  it  But  if  they  remove  that  obje&ion,  and  (hew  that  in  fiuft 
it  did  exift  before  his  apprehenfion,  the  objection  exifts  no 
longer. 

The  Attorney  General  replied,  that  there  was  a  meeting  held 
in  confequence  of  thefe  papers,  which  conftitutes  a  direct  a& 
Thelwall  and  Martin  were  appointed  to  draw  up  the  mode  of  the 
meeting. 

The  Lord  Prejident  then  obferved,  that  that  went  more  to  the 
effed  of  the  evidence  than  the  admiflibility.  The  objection  was 
removed,  and  they  muft  be  received 

J    John  Schaw  fw&rn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Bower. 
K  Mr.  Schaw,  what  are  you  ? 
T  A  King's  M^flenger. 
£h  Loojc  at  that  paper;  {a  paper  fiewn  him)  where  did  you 
ftnd  it  ? 
A.  In  Mr*  Thelwall's  apartments. 
&.  What  day? 

A.  The  night  of  the  13th  of  May. 

Mr.  Gibbs*  What  day — the  night  of  the  13th  or  the  morning 
of  the  14th  ? , 

Mr.  Gibbs.  This  is  certainly  an  informal  mode  of  proceeding. 
J  conceive  that  thefe  papers  cannot  pofiti  vely  attach  to  Mr.  Hardy, 
as  they  were  found  fubfequent  to  his  being  taken  into  cuftody. 
$Tbe  papers  were  admitted*}  . 

John 
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J     John  Nost^/wwii, — Examined  by  Mr.  Bower* 
K  What  are  you  ? 
f  One  of  his  Maiefty's  Meflengers. 
JK  You  apprehended  Mr.  Martin  r 
T  Yes. 
J^.  Look  at  that  paper;  (a  paper  Jhewn  him)  where  did  you 
find  it  ? 

A.  On  the  27th  of  May,  in  Mr.  Martin's  pofleffion. 
William  Walker  /worn. — Examined  by  Mr.  — — — 
^.  (A  paper  Jhewn  him.)  Do  you  know  in  whofe  hand-writing 
that  is? 

A.  Mr.  Martin's. 
£&.  You  have  feen  him  write  ? 
A.  I  have. 

i9.  (Another  paper  Jhewn  him.)  Whofe  hand- writing  is  that  ? 
A.  I  believe  it  to  be  Martin's. 
Mr.  Gibbs.  Did  you  ever  fee  Mr.  Martin  write  ? 
A.  Fr^quently^ 

9.  X  believe  you  did  live  in  the  Adelphi  ? 
2*  I  did. 
Evan  Evans  fworn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  Gene. 

RAL. 

J^.  Shew  the  witnefs  thofe  letters. — Mr.  Evans,  were  you 
ever  confined  in  the  King's  Bench  prifon  for  debt  ? 

A.  I  was. 

j?.  When  did  vou  leave  it  5  how  long  ago  ? 

A  It  is  fix  orieven  months  ago  fince  I  left  the  King's  Bench* 

A  What  day  was  it  ? 

Afi  The  31ft  of  July,  thereabouts,  I  believe. 

A  How  long  were  you  there  before  vou  left  ? 

A.  I  was  there  nearly  two  vears  for  debt 

&.  Did  you  know  John  Martin  there  ? 

A  I  did. 

A  Was  he  a  prrfoner  there  ? 

A.  He  was. 

.9.  Do  you  remember,  while  you  was  in  the  King's  Bench, 
theie  papers? 

A  I  do  recoiled  feeing  them  in  the  pofleffion  of  Martin. 

j?.  When  was  it  you  law  them  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  in  the  beginning  of  April,  about  the  7th. 

4J.  Look  at  the  top  of  that  paper,  and  fee  whether  it  was  be- 
fore the  day  of  the  month  there  mentioned  ? 

A.  It  was  before  that  time. 
K  Had  you  any  converfation  with  Martin  about  it  ? 
€  I  had. 

9.  Had  you  at  the  time  you  faw  it  ? 

A.  I  had,  at  that  time  in  April 

jg.  What  patted  at  that  time  between  you  and  Martin? 

^  R  2  A.  Martia 
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A.  Martin  told  mc,  that  he  had  wrote  the  refolutions  for  th 
meeting  at  Chalk  Farm ;  he  had  a  copy  of  them,  and  read  them 
feveral  times  in  the  room. 

ij>:  Look  at  the  papers,  and  tell  my  Lord  whether  they  are  thp 
letters  that  he  read  r 

A.  I  can  tell  they  are  the  fame. 
~K  Are  you  fure  they  are  the  letters  ? 

I  am  fure. 
K  What  did  Martin  fay  of  them  ? 

i  He  faid  that  he  had  prepared  the  refolutions,  and  that  he 
had  put  plenty  of  Cayenne  pepper  into  them ;  and  if  they  would 
follow  his  advice,  there  would  be  warm  work  before  the  month 
of  May  was  out. 

S.  Did  one  Pearce  come  there  ? 

A  Yes ;  he  took  the  refolutions  to  Chalk;  Farm  ? 

Mr.  Gibbi.  How  do  you  know  that  ? 

A.  Martin  told  me  fo. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Was  one  Mr.  Tourle  there  ? 

A.  He  was  there  one  night. 

§.  Was  your  wife  with  you  in  prifon  \ 

A  She  was. 
, .  J9.  Did  they  fee  the  papers  as  well  as  you  ? 

A.  My  wife  faw  them. 

j?.  Did  they  hear  the  declarations  as  well  as  you  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Crofs-examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs, 

J?.  What  are  you,  Mr.  Evans  ? 

A.  I  was  formerly  a,  grocer. 
).  Was  you  in  the  King's  Bench  for  debt  ? 
£  Yes,  I  was, 

j£.  Had  you  any  difference  with  Martin  about  a  room  in  the 
prifon? 

A.  We  had  a  difference,  which  took  place  in  conversation. 

g.  Had  you  any  quarrel  ? 

A.  None.  ,    . 

<%.  Did  you  utter  no  threats  againft  him  at  any  time  ? 

A.  No. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Was  there  a  man  of  the  name  of  Gay 
in  the  King's  Bench  while  you  were  there  ? 

A.  There  was. 
Mrs.  Evans  Jworn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  G  ekerai. 

jji>.  You  are  the  wife  of  the  gentleman  that  gave  evidence  juft 
now? 

A.   Yes. 

£K  You  ufed  to  attend  your  hufband  in  the  King's  §ench 
prifon  ? 

A.  I  did j  I  went  backwards  and  forwards  to  him, 

£.Dq 
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^.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Martin  ? 

A.  Very  well. 

j^.  Did  you  ever  fee  thefe  papers  before  ?  (fome  papers  Jbeuw 

her.) 

A  Yes,  I  have. 

^.  Where  may  you  have  feen  them  ? 

Al  In  the  King's  Bench. 

ip.  In  whofe  room  or  pofleflion  ? 

Ai  In  Mr.  Evans's  room,  in  Mr.  Martin's  pofleffion. 

When  was  it,  the  month  before  or  after  that  they  a*e 


dated  ? 


A.  It  was  in  that  month. 
.  J^.Did  it  happen  that  you  heard  Mr.  Martin  fay  any  thing 
refpecting  thefe  papers  ? 

A.  I  remember  his  reading  in  this  paper  that  it  was  lawful  to 
take  up  arms  againft  the  King. 

jP.  Did  he  fay  any  thing  more  ? 

A.  Nothing  elfe. 

4>.  Was  there  any  thing  faid  about  Chalk  Farm  ? 

A.  I  heard  him  fay  that  he  had  drawn  up  the  refolutions  for 
Chalk  Farm. 

What  did  he  fay  about  th«m  ? 

He  faid  there  was  plenty  of  Cayenne  pepper  put  in  them, 
and  there  would  be  very  hot  work  loon  if  they  followed  his- 
advice. 

J^.  Do  you  remember  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  Pearce  com- 
ing there,  and  bringing  fome  of  the  printed  refolutions  that  had 
been  entered  into  at  Chalk  Farm  ? 

A.  Perfedly  well. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Your  Lordlhip  will  obferve,  Mr.  Pearce 
was  the  fub-fecretary  to  the  London  Correfponding  Society. 

j^.  Did  Mr.  Pearce  fay  any.  thing  at  the  time  he  brought  them 
to  the  King's  Bench  pri  ion  ? 

A.  Yes ;  he  told  Mr.  Martin  that  he  had  a  number  more,  but 
that  he  had  given  a  greater  part  of  them  away  among  the  men 
at  a  coachmaker's  in  Lone  Acre ;  that  Mr.  Hardy  had  plenty 
of  them,  and,  if  he  wanted  any  more,  he  would  bring  them  to 
him. 

Crofs -examined  by  Mr.  GlBBS. 

J^  Mrs.  Evans,  what  refolutions  were  thofe  that  Mr.  Martin 
fpoke  of? 

A.  For  the  meeting  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  to 
be  held  at  a  dining-room  in  Store  Street,  Tottenham  Court 
Road 

j£.  Thefe  papers  that  you  fpeak  of,  you  fwear  that  they  are 
the  lame  ? 

A.  I  had  tfeem  in  my  hands  at  that  time. 

5>.  P^y 
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^.  Pray,  madam,  you  don't  mean  that  they  were  copies  of 
thefe  papers  that  you  faw  in  the  poffefli  on  of  Martin,  that  Pearce 
faid  he  h*d  given  among  the  coachmakers  ? 

The  Lord  Prefident  obferved,  that  thofe  found  on  Martin  and 
Thelwall  were  not  the  precife  refolutions  read  at  Ok  Ik  Farm, 
but  that  thefe  refolutions  produced  were  drawn  up  by  Martin 
for  that  purpofe,  in  which,  afterwards,  fome  alterations  were  made. 
Thomas  Tourle  /worn. — Examined   by  Mr.  Attorney 

General. 
j^.  You  had  the  misfortune  to  be  in  the  King's  Bench,  I  be- 
lieve I 
A.  Yes. 

Do  you  know  Mr.  John  Martin  ? 

I  never  knew  him  before  he  came  into  the  King's  Bench* 
I  have  fcen  him  frequently  there  in  Mr.  Evans's  room. 
j9.  Did  you  ever  fee  this  paper  ?  (a  paper  Jhewn  him.) 
a.  No. 

Did  you  ever  hear  Martin  fay  any  thing  about  Chalk  Farm  ? 
\  I  did  one  evening,  when  I  called  in  Mr.  Evans's  room. 
£>.  What  month  was  it  ? 

A.  It  was  three  or  four  days  before  the  Chalk  Farm  bufinefs. 
j£.  Will  you  ftate  what  you  heard  about  the  Chalk  Farm 
bufinefs  by  Mr.  Martin  ? 

A.  He  aiked  me  if  I  ever  heard  any  thing  of  it,  and  he  (aid 
he  had  drawn  up  the  refolutions  for  that  meeting,  and  if  they 
followed  the  advice  of  the  refolutions  there  would  be  warm 
work,  and  he  had  put  plenty  of  Cayenne  in  them. 

J^.  Was  there  a  man  of  the  name  of  Gay  in  the  prifon  at  the 
time  ? 
A.  Yes. 
.  He  and  Mr.  Martin  were  pretty  much  together  ? 
*  Yes. 
4>.  Did  you  fee  Pearce  there  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  have  feen  him  two  or  three  times, 
j^.  You  had  no  occafion  to  obferve  any  communications  be- 
tween them  ? 

J.  No,  I  had  not. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  beg  of  your  Lordfliips  and  the  Jury, 
not  only  to  attend  to  what  is  written  in  the  paper,  but  what  is 
ftruck  out. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
a  At  a  General  Meeting  of  the  London  Correfponding  So- 
I  ciety,   held  at  on  Monday  "the  14th  day  pf 

I  April,  1794: 

j  "  Citizen in  the  Chair, 

1  «  Refolved,  That  ail   Sovereign,  Legiflative,   and  Judicial 

Powers,  are  the  Rights  of  the  People*  and  though  the  people 

hai  c 
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have  delegated  thofe  their  original  powers  to  others,  in  trujfy  far 
the  benefit  of  the  Community,  yet  the  rights  themfelves  are  re- 
ferved  by  the  People,  and  cannot  be  abfolutely  parted  with  by  the 
people  to  thofe  perfons  who  are  employed  to  conduft  the  buiinefe 
of  the  State. 

«  Refolved,  That  the  Constitution  of  England  is  held  by  the 
King,  Lords,  and  Commons,  and  other  Officers  appointed  by 
the  People,  in  trujl^  for  the  benefit  of  the  People;  and  though 
thefe  Truftees  may  regulate  and  improve  the  Conftitution,  yet 
they  cannot  alter  or  fubvert  it  without  committing  treafon  againft 
the  nation. 

u  Refolved,  That  Magna  Charta,  or,  the  great  charter 
of  the  liberties  of  England,  made  in  the  reign  of  King 
John;  the  petition  of  rights,  afiented  to  by  Parliament 
in  the  reign  of  King  Charles  the  Firft;  and  the  feveral  laws 
made  at  and  in  conftquence  of  the  Glorious  Revolution  in  the 
year  1688,  are  declaratory  of  thofe  parts  of  the  Conftitution  of 
England,  which  are  in  and  by  them  refpe&ively  declared. 

u  Refolved,  That  the  office  of  King  of  England  was  not  in- 
ftituted  by  the  people  merely  as  an  office  of  Profit  and  Honour  to 
the  King;  but  he  was  fo  appointed  as  chief  Truftee  and  Guar- 
dian of  the  Conftitution  and  Rights  of  the  People;  and  that  im- 
portant and  laborious  perfcnal  duties  are  annexed  to  the  Regal 
Office,  the  objects  of  which  are,  to  promote  the  good  of  the 
people,  and  preferve  their  rights  in  full  vigour  from  innovation 
and  corruption. 

u  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  duty  of  the  King  to  preferve  the 
Conftitution  of  England  and  the  Rights  of  the  People  againft 
every  encroachment;  and,  in  order  to  enforce  that  duty,  the 
following  oath  is  required  to  be  taken  by  every  King  on  his  Ac- 
ceffion  to  the  Throne  of  Great  Britain;  to  wit,  The  Archbifhop 
©r^Bifhop  (hall  fay — *  Will  you  folemnly  promife  and  fwear  to 
govern  the  People  of  this  Kingdom  of  England,  and  the  Domi- 
nions thereto  belonging,  according  to  the  Statutes  in  Parliament 
agreed  on,  and  the  Laws  and  Cuitoms  of  the  fame  V  The  King 
or  Queen  fhall  fey,  c  I  folemnly  pronounce  fo  to  do.'  Arch- 
bifhop or  Bifhop — cWill  you  to  your  power  caufe  law  and 
juftice  in  mercy  to  be  executed  in  all  your  judgements  V  Ans. 
4 1  will/ 

a  After  this,  the  King  or  Queen,  laying  his  or  her  hand  on 
the  Holy  Gofpel,  fhall  fay — c  The  things  which  I  have  before 
promifed  I  will  perform  and  keep;  So  help  me  God:' — an^ 
then  fhall  kite  the  book. 

tt  Refolved,  That  his  prefent  Majefhr  King    George    the 
Third,  on  his  acceffion  to  the  Throne  of  thefe  Kealrns,  did  fo- 
lemnly take  the  (aid  oath. 
a  Refolved,  that  the  Conftitutional  rights  of  the  people  have 

been  violated,  and  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  people*  in  the  pre- 
fent 
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fcnt  crifis,  to  aflemblc  and  inquire  into  the  innovations  or  in- 
fringements  which  have  been  made  upon  the  rights  of  the  people, 
and  how  far  the  declarations  of  the  Conftitution,  as  they  were 
fettled  at  the  aforefaid  Revolution,  remain  in  force,  and  which 
of  them  have  been  violated,  and  by  whom;  and  alfo  whether 
fuch  innovations,  infringements,  or  violations,  have  been  com- 
mitted from  the  negligence  or  corruption  of  thofe  who  have  been 
truftcd  with  the  Government  of  the  State. 

u  Refolved,  that  this  Society  do  invite  the  people  to  meet  in 
their  refpeclive  neighbourhoods,  to  elect  one  or  more  perfon  or 
perfons  as  Delegates  to  meet  in  a  Convention,  to  be  held  on 
the  day  or  '         next,  at  fuch  place  as  {hall  be  appointed 

by  the  Secret  Committee  of  this  Society,  and  that  the  delegates 
fi>  elected  do  forthwith  tranfmit  to  the  Secretary  of  this  Society, 
No.  9,  Piccadilly,  London,  the  vouchers  of  their  feveral  elections; 
in  order  that  the  place  of  meeting  may  be  duly  notified  to  them. 

tt  Refolved,  that  it  is  the  Right  and  bounden  Duty  of  the 
People  to  punifli  all  Traitors  againft  the  Nation,  and  that  the 
following  words  are  now  not  a  part  of  the  Oath  of  Allegiance ; 
to  wit,  c  I  declare  it  is  not  lawful,  upon  any  pretence  whatever, 
to  take  arms  againft  the  King." 

John  Edwards  was  again  called. 

4>.  You  attended  the  meetings  of  the  London  Corresponding 
Society  ? 

A.  Yes. 

£>.  Look  at  that  paper ;  fa  paper  Jbewn  him)  were  papers  of 
that  fort  diftributed  in  your  fociety  ? 

A*  No,  I  never  faw  them  diftributed,  but  I  faw  one  handed 
about  to  the  divifion  that  I  belonged  to  at  Snow  Hill. 

i?.  How  long  ago  ? 

A,  About  nine  months  ago. 

fDid  you  ever  fee  any  more  of  them  ? 
No,  but  that  one. 
j?.  What  divifion  did  you  fee  it  in  ? 

A.  At  Mr.  Scotney's,  Snow  Hill,  divifion  No.  1 1  ;  it  was 
fimilar  to  this. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  Does  your  Lord/hip  think  that  it  is  fufficient  evi- 
dence, that  it  was  a  fimilar  paper  ? 
Lord  Prejtdent.  Certainly  it  is. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
tt  Gentlemen,  you  are  told  by  thofe  who  are  in  office,  that 
you  are  in  danger  of  a  French  invafion.  You  are  told  by  thofe 
who  are  out  of  office,  that  you  are  in  danger  from  Hefliaus  and 
Hanoverians.  In  either  caf.-,  arms  will  be  of  ufe  to  you  j  get 
arms,  and  learn  the  ufe  of  them." 

William  Middleton  called  in  again. 
J^.  Did  you  at  any  time  find  any  pikes  in  the  houfe  of  Or- 
rock  in. Edinburgh  ? 

A.  Yes; 
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A.  Yes;  on  the  evening  of  the  15th  of  May  laft  I  fearched 
his  houfe.  -        '  * 

JSp.   How  many  did  you  find  there  ? 
•  A.  I  found  thirty-three  finifhed  ones  there,    * 

<?.  Were  thefe  blades  and  (hafts  ? 

A.  No,  only  the  blades. 

Did  you  find  any  in  the  pofleffion  of  any  other  perfon  ? 
Yes,  the  fame  day,  in  the  houfe  of  Robert  Watt>  twelve 
at  one  fearch  and  four  at  another,  and  one  (haft. 

Mr.  Gibbs  objected  to  this  teftimony,  as  they  were  found  after, 
the  apprehenfion  of  the  priforier. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  We  have  proved  that  a  circular  letter 
was  fent  by  Mr.  Hardy,  and  that  an  anfwer  was  written  to  Mr, 
Hardy,  and  found  in  Mr.  Hardy's  pofleffion. 

Mr.  Garrow,  We  fubmit  to  your  LordQiip  that  it  is  evidence 
to  go  to  the  Jury,  that  it  was  in  the  poflefljon  of  Mr.  Watt, 
antecedent  to  the  apprehenfion  of  Mr.  Hardy. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  It  feems  to  me  that  their  being  ordered  before  the 
apprehenfion  of  Mr.  Hardy,  does  not  make  it  evidence ;    they 
being  found  in  the  polTeflion  of  this  man  after  the  apprehenfion  > 
of  Mr.  Hardy,  it  certainly  will  not  be  evidence  to  go  to  the  Jury, 

Lord  Prefident.  You  will  be  at  liberty  to  infift  that  the  exc 
cution  of  the  order  afterwards  does  not  perfonally  affect  ]\£r. 
Hardy, 

Mr.  Gibbs.  I  do  not  mean  to  admit  that  the  order  was  Mr. 
Hardy's. 

Mr.  Garroiv.  (To  Afiddleton.)  Now  as  to  Watt's  at  Edin- 
burgh, how  many  pikes  did  you  find  there  ? 

,  A  At  the  firft  fearch  I  found  twelve  blades  without  handles,  * 
and  afterwards  four  more  and  one  (haft. 

What  was  it  that  carried  you  to  Watt's  houfe  t 
I  went  to  fearch  for  bankrupt's  effe&s,   and  found  thefe  ' 
pikes.  \ 

^.  In  what  part  of  Watt's  houfe  did  you  find  them  ? 

A.  In  the  lower  part  of  the  houfe,  in  a  locked-up  prefs  in  his 
dining-room. 

jj>.  Did  you  deliver  them  to  the  office  of  the  Sheriff  Clark  ? 

A.  I  did ;  I  found  twelve  the  firft  tjme  and  four  the  fecond 
time ;  at  the  fecond  time  I  found  a  fhaft. 

j?.  Were  the  fliafts  and  blades  united  ? 

-A  The  manner  in  which  they  were  attached  was  with,  a 
fcrew,  and  they  fitted  one  another  exa&ly. 

9.  Who  was  with  you  ? 

A.  Mr.  Lockhart.         . 

Edwards.  My  Lord,  I  beg  leave  to  fay  a  few  words. 

Lord  Prefident.  Is  ir  to  change  any  thing  you  have  faid  ? 

A.  No,  to  explain.  Mr.  Garrowafked  rrie-,  if  I  had  received 
an  <iddrefs  from  Mf.  Hardy  j   it  is  true,  I  did,  and  there  was  a 
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meeting  to  have  taken  place.  I  would  with  to  let  the  Jurjr know 
that  meeting  did  not  take  place,  no  money  was  put  down,  and 
no  order  was  Tent  to  Sheffield. 

Mr.  Attorney  General  When  did  you  firft  fee  Hillier's  pike  ? 
Lord  PrefidenU  The  witnefs  came  forward  to  explain  foine- 
thing  in  his  evidence,  and  I  thinjc  it  is  not  right  he  fhould  be  ex- 
amined again. 

Mr-  Garrow.  Will  not  your  Lordfhip  think  it  right  toafk  him 
who  he  has  talked  with  fince  ? 

Lord  Preftdent.  I  don't  think  it  necefliry ;  the  explanation  is 
tp  hp  received  with  abundant  caution.     Undoubtedly  the  pra&ice 
we  have  Aided  into  of  permitting  accounts  of  impending  trials 
tp  be  given,  is  certainly  a  very  inconvenient  practice,  as  it  may 
lead  to  conversion  out  of  doors  with  the  witnefles.     The  Jury 
are  to  underftand  that  tjie  explanation  is  made  in  that  way ;  they 
will  form  their  judgement  upon  it 
William  LockHARTyaw/$. — Examined  by, Mr.  Garrow. 
2%.  You  are  Sheriff  .Clark's  depute  for  the  county  of  Edinburgh  ? 
JC  Yes,  I  am. 

J§>,  Oid  you  go  with  the  laft  witnefs,  Middleton,  to  the  home 
of  Orrockr 
J%%   i  es. 

And  to  Watt's  houfe  i 
Yes.     ' 

Q  Was  you  prefent  at  the  finding  any  blades  for  pikes  at 
Watt's  houfe  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Where  did  you  find  them  ? 

I  found  twelve  in  a  locked-up  prtfs  in  his  dining-room ; 
and  in  a  fecond  fearch  the  fame  day  I  found  two  pike  blades, 
two  battle-axes,  and  a  pole. 

§>.  Did  you  make  any  trial  whether  the  blades  and  the  pole 
would  fit  each  other  ? 

A.  Yes ;  they  fitted  exaftly. 

?.  Where  die}  you  depofit  the  things  you  found  there  ? 
u  In  the  Sheriff  Clark's  office. 
James  Clark  Jivorn. — Examined  by  Mr%  Garrow. 
_  I  believe  you  are  the  Sheriff  of  Edinburgh  ? 
jf  Ycs.^ 

j^.  Didjpr.  Lockhart  depofit  this  box  with  things  in  ypur 
tuftody?   $fr* 

A.  Vesjknd  they  have  been  kept  locked  up  by  me  from  the 
time  thpy  were  found,   except  the  time  of  the  trials  at.  Edin- 
burgh, when  they  were  produced  to  the  laft  witnefs. 
They  have  been  conftantly  under  your  care  ? 
Yes,  they  have. 
Jg.  (  To  Lockbart.)  Did  you  return  them  in  the  fame  ftate  as 
when  you  received  them  i 

A  They 


J.  They  Were.  .... 

J?.  (To  Clark.)  Where  have  you  kept' them? 
A.  In  a  lock-up  prefs  ever  fince. 
Are  thefe  the  fame  ? 
They  are. 

Mr.  Sheriff,  can  yon  tell  us  whether  a  perfpn  of  the  name 
of  Stock  refides  in  Edinburgh  ftill,  or  has  he  abfccjnded  ? 

A*  Every  pofilble  fearch  has  been  rhade  for  him,  and  we  have 
not  been  able  to  apprehend  him.  ( Tie  box,  containing  two  pike 
blades  and  battle-axes,  were  produced  in  Court.) 

Mr.  Garrow.  In  order  to  putting  the  head  of  the  battle-axe 
upon  the  pole,  you  took  off  a  fomething $  what  is  that  ? 

A.  It  forms  a  fhort  handle  to  it,  that  it  may  be  ufed  either 
with  the  pole  or  without. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  fhall  now  fliew  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Gay,  as  a  member  of  the  Conftitutional  Society. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
tt  At  a  meeting  of  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information, 
held  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor  Tavern,  in  the  Strand,  Friday^ 
15th  of  March,  1793;   Captain  Tooke  Harwood  in  th^ 
Chair:    Mr.  Gay,  of  Duke  Street,  St.  James's,  was  pro^ 
pofed  bjr  Mr.  Tooke,  and  feconded  by  Mr.  Bonney." 
u  At  a  meeting  of  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information^ 
held  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor  Tavern,  Strand,  Fridays 
22d  March,  1793;  Mr.  Symonds  in  the  Chair:  Mr.  Gayl 
Mr.  Cullum,    and  Mr.  Thomas  Fawcitt,   were   elected 
members." 
Lord  Prefident.  Does  it  appear  that  the  Mr.  Gay,  of  Duke 
Street,  St.  James's,   is   the  Mr.  Gay  who  was  in  the  King'if 
Bench  prifon  ? 

Mr.  Garrow.  I  will  call  a  witnefs  to  that,  my  Lord. 
J^.  (To  Evans.)  You  mentioned  a  perfon  of  the  name  of 
Gay  in  the  King's  Bench  prifon  ? 
A.  Yes. 

4&  Where  did  he  live  before  he  went  there;  was  it  in  Duke 
Street  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was,  but  I  cannot  by. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.    We  here  clofe  our  evidence  on  fh& 
part  of  the  profecution. 

■\ 
[End  of  the  Evidence  for  the  Crown.} 


t 


S  2  PRlSOtfM&'t 


[  n*  1 


„  PRISONER'S  DEFENCE. 

The  evidence  being  clofcd  oh  the  pnrt  of  the  Crown,  a  rrfore 
lhan  common  anxiety  manifefted  itfeif  in  the  Court ;  and  Mr. 
Krfkine  being  arrived  in  his  place  about  a  quarter  after  one 
Vclock,  he  afrofe  and  addrefled  himfelf  to  the  Court  in  a  Speech 
whi^h  lafted  for  fix' hours,  asfolldws. 
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OT 


THE  HON,    THOMAS  ERSKINE, 
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'    '  kN   DEFENCfc  OF 

THOMAS,  HARDY. 
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BEFORE  I  proceed,  to.  difcharge  {he  very  momentoas  duty 
taft  upon  me  to-day,  I  defire>  in  the  flrft  place,  to  return  my 
thanks  to  the  Court  fof  having  adjourned  their  proceedings  to  an 
hour  which  has  afforded  me  an  opportunity  to  take  that  neceflary 
refremmenf  which  nature  demanded, 'ami  of  looking  a  little  a$ 
the  evidence  which  has  heen  given  in  this  caufe.     I  have  alfo  to 
thank  you,  Gentlemen  of  the  Jury,  for  the  very  condefcendinj 
and  obliging  manner  in  which  you  at  once  aflented  to  an  ad- 
journment fo  eflential  to  my  accommodation,  and  to  my  being  af 
all  qualified  to  the  talk  in  which  I  am  now  to  he  engaged* 
*    Gentlemen,  before  I  proceed  to  the,  confideration  of  the  cafe, 
either  as  it  regards  the  law  or  the  evidence,  I  wifh  to  put-afidtf 
all  that  I  find  m  the  fpecch  of  my  Teamed  friend  the  Attorney 
General,  that  is  collateral  to  the  qucftion?  and  in  which  I  am 
p erfeclrly  agreed  with  him  :  arid  therefore,  firft,  in  the  napie  of 
the  prifoner,  and  uhering  his  fentiments ;  and  fecondly,  for  my- 
felf,  as  I  agree  with  him  in  the  fentiments,  which  are  well  known 
to  be  my  own,  I  defire  to  fubferibe  to  all  that  eulogrum  which 
he  pronounced  upon  the  conftitution  of  our  fathers;  to  all  tha$ 
praife  which  he  beftowed  on  the  law  and  conftitution  of  Eng- 
land,  becaufe  it  was  that  which  evfery  good  man  muft  wifli  tdt 
hear. 

But,  Gentlemen,  having  prcmifed  this  genuine  exprefHon  of 
our  feelings,  I  truft  not  lefs  fincere  than  thofe  which  diftatpd  the 
panegyric  of  the  Attoniey  General,  what  is  it,  I  will  afk,  that 
entities  the  conftitution  to  that  eulogium  he  fo  juftly  beftowed 
wpon  it  ?  What  renders  it  the  object  of  our  love  and  reverence  ? 
I  will  not  go  at  prefent  into  that,  which,  moft  undoubtedly,  is  a! 
very  eflential  part  of  it,  the  fliare  the  people  have  in.  making 
their  own  laws  by  their  representatives ;'  I  fpeak  of  that  equal  pro- 
tection in  the  language  of  my  learned  friend  which  the  laws  of 
England  offer  to  all,  and  the  fecurity  which  men  have  under  its 
impartial  adminiftration  of  juftice.  Thefecond  obfervation  which 
Jhy  learned,  friend  made)   and  upon  which  he  feemed  to  lay 
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{rreat  ftrefs,  was,  to  defcant  upon  and  deplore  the  anarchy  and  ca- 
amities  that  prevail  in  France,  t  may,  before  I  fit  down,  have 
occafion  to  trace,  with  fome  accuracy,  the  caufes  of  fuch  events. 
No  man,  I  am  fure,  can  lament  thofe  calamities  more  than  I  do; 
but,  waiting  for  the  feafon  for  fuch  obfervations,  let  us  confider 
whaj  the  eVil  is  that  we  hkve  to  deplore,  or  ratW  that  the  people 
of  France  have  to  deplore,  and  which  the  Attorney  General  fo 
truly  lamented :  it  is  that,  under  the  dominion  of  a  barbarous 
ftate  neCeflity,  all  law  is  at  an  end.  No  man  can  fay  that  his 
life,  his  liberty,  Ws  rteptftatibn,  or  ahy  tihfc  bleffing  for  which 
men  enter  into  civil  fociety,  is  fecured  to  him  for  one  moment, 
if  he  be  accufed  of  federalifm,  moderation,  or  incivifm;  or 
whatever  the  cry  of  the  day  may  Be**  the  accufatfion  is  otftantly 
followed  by  thetentence  of  the  Revolutipnary  Tribunal  j  follow- 
ing qtrickly  each  other,  as  the  thunderbolt  purfues  the  flaih  of 
lightning.  The  moment  a  man  is  arretted  For  ahy  crime  againft 
Bie  ftate,  he  can  foe  his  fafnily  nd  more.  Such  is  the  ftate  of 
France,  and  fuch,  as  I  have  before  defcribed  it  to  be,  is  the  ftate 
df  Englimd. 

But  whifc  is  the  infereiice  tp  be  drawn  with  refped  to  the  pre- 
ftrit  cafe  ?  Alas  !  if  this  profecution  be  brought,  which  I  take  it 
for  granted  it  is,  to  avert  from  Great  Britain  thofe  horrors  and 
cahfiriittes  we  have  been  lamenting,  which  might  arife  from  con- 
fufionand  anarchy;  if  it  be  to  continue  the  bleffings  we  enjoy 
ifrh'Serour  happy  conftitution,  I  call  upon  you  to  let  my  client 
Ikkrc  in  the  bldiiiigs :  I  call  upon  you  to  avert  fuch  calamities 
from  fatting,  upon  the  head  of  the  unhappy  man  at  the  bar ;  let 
hiriv  not  fuffer  under  thofe  general  expofitions  of  tyrannical  laws, 
tyrannically  executed ;  let  him  riot  be  rafitfy  hurried  away  to  ex- 
ecution fWr  ah  honeft  and  well-meaning  eritnufiafm  for  the  confti- 
ttition,  as  if  you  were  defirous  to  infure  its  prefervation  at  any 
price :  forj  I  believe,  in  former  inftances  in  the  hiftory  of  this 
country,"  in  which  We  have  to  lament  the  murdering  of  innocent 
perfbns  uridel*  legal  pretexts*  which  have  brought  reproach  upon 
c6imfeilors  of  ftate,  havfc  often'  happened  more  from  the  miftaken, 
but  honeft  zeal  for  the  conftitution  of  their  country,  carrying 
thefh  beyond  the  line,  than  from  that  brutal  ferocity  which  is  inv 
pfotdiifto  men  deftrvedly.     So  much  for  that. 

ft  is  rteceflary,  then,  that  you,  Gentlemen  of  the  Jury,  fhould 
guard  aejairift  this  (burce  of  xleluiibh  arid  injuffice ;  and  if  this 
profrdution  is  brought  for  the  prefervation  of  the  prefent  law  and 
constitution,  I  aflc,  what  is  there  in  the  law  and  conftitution  of 
this  countty  for  the  unfortunate  perfon  at  the  bar  ?  I  call  upon 
you  tb 'adftiiniftef'  the  law  to  him  in  its  ftrici  and  rigid  letter, 
that  he*  may  fay,  If  you'have  occafion  to  decyjiher  my  condud^ 
if  yotrthinK  me  ihdifciroeti  if  you  may  think  me  rain  j  nay,  if 
(fcut  I  have  ritf  Feat  of  that  in  the  fequcl)  you  may  think  me 
wickett,  I  claim,  as  a  fubjeft  of  England*  to  ftand  upon  the 
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law ;  and  if  my  conduct,  or  the  condu<5t  of  tfyofe  with  whom  T 
Have  been  connected,  is  likely  to  ,brfng  any  evil  upon  the  ftate, 
which  I  did  not  fee  before,,  let  parliament  feek  a  remedy  for  that 
evil ;  but  let  me  hold  my  Hfe  under  the  law.  It  niuft  be  proved 
to  your  fktisfaAion,  that  he  has  offended  againft  the  ftatute  un- 
der which  he  is  indited.  He  holds  his  life  by  the  law,  and  by 
the  law  he  demands  to  be  tried.  I  therefore  afk  a  fair  and  im- 
partial trial.  I  aflc  it  in  the  moft  folemn  manner  of  the  Court, 
whofe  juftice,  I  am  perfuadcd,  will  be  adminiftered  in  mercy. 
I  aik,  if  poffible,  more  emphatically,  of  you,  Gentlemen  of  the 
Jury,  who  are  called  upon,  on  your  oaths,  to  deliver  your  coun- 
tryman from  the  charge.  L^iftly,  I  implore  it  of  him,  in  whofe 
hands  are  all  the  iffues  of  life,  whofe  juft  and  merciful  eye  ex- 
tends itfelf  over  all  the  tranfafrions  of  mankind ;  without  whofe 
perm  iffion  a  fparrow  does  not  fall  to  the  ground,  and  at  whofe 
command  nations  rife  or  fall.  I  implore  him,  and  I  fpeak  wjtji 
all  the  fincerity  that  is  poffible ;  I  implore  him,  and  I  believe  it 
without  fuperftition,  that  he  will  fill  your  minds  with  a  fpirit  of 
juft  ice  and  truth,  that  may  enable  you,  with  the  affiftance  of  the 
Court,  to  find  your  way  through  this  labyrinth  of  evidence  be- 
Fore  you,  fuch  as  never  exhibited  ijtfelf  in  a  Court  of  juftice 
before ;  a  labyrinth,  in  which  no  mail's  life  was  ever  before  in- 
volved, and  the  like  of  which  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  whole 
hiftory  of  British  trjals,  nor,  indeed,  in  the  univerfal  annals  of 
human  juftice  or  injuftice;  and  give  yoij  an  opportunity,  there- 
fore, to  do  juftice  between  the  Crown,  the  Country,  and  the 
Prifoner  at  the  bar. 

Gentlemen,  the  firft  thing  in  order  to  be  examined  is  the  bill 
of  indi&ment,  and  it  charges,  *<  That  the  prifoner,  together 
with  others,  malicioufly,  traitoroufly,  and  with  force  and 'arms^ 
did,  amongft  themfclves,  and  otner  falfe  traitors,  confpire, 
compafs,  and  imagine  to  incite  infurreftion,  rebellion,  and  war, 
againft  the  King;  and  to  fubvert  the  legiflature,  rule,  and  go- 
vernment of  the  kingdom;  and  to  depofe  the  King  from  the 
royal  ftate,  the  power  and  government  of  the  kingdom ;  and  to 
bring  and  put  our  faid  Lord  the  King  to  death."  And  then  goes 
on,  a  And  to  fulfil,  and  perfect,  and  bring  ta  effect,  their  moft  evil 
and  wicked  treafon,  and  treafonable  compaffings  and  imaginations 
aforefaid,  viz.  to  bring  and  put  the  King  to  death;  they  met, 
confpired  among  themfclves,  and  other  traitors,  to  the  jurors  un- 
known, to  caufe  and  procure  a  convention  and  meeting  of  divers 
fubjeds  to  be  aflembled  within  the  kingdom,  with  intent." 

Gentlemen  of  the  Jury,  I  have  obferved  you  extremely  attenr 
tive  in  taking  the  evidence  in  the  courfe  of  the  caufe ;  allow  nie, 
then,  to  call  your  attention,  particularly  to  what  is  the  fubftance, 
and  what  alfo  the  form  of  the  charge  is,  "  With  intent^  and  in 
order  that  the  perfons  fo  aflembled  at  fuch  convention  and  meet- 
ing) flxould  and  might,  traitprQufly  witlputj  and  in  defiance  oU 
*  •        ''  '"  'the 
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the  authority,  and  againft  the  will  of  parliament,  fubvert  and 
alter,  and  caufe  to  be  Subverted  and  altered,  the  legislature,  rule 
and  government  of  the  country ;  and  cfepofc,  and  caufe  to  be  de- 
pofed,  our  Lord  the  King  from  his  royal  ftate,  title,  power,  and 
government  thereof." 

Gentlemen,  this  is  the  firft  overt  a&  which  is  laid  in  this  in- 
diftment ;  the  charge  upon  which  is,.  "  That  the  prifoner  con- 
spired the  death  of  the  King ;  and  in  order  to  accomplifh  that 
wicked  and  deteftable  purpofe,  and  in  order  to  fulfil  that  traitor- 
ous intention,  of  mind,  .did  thofe  overt  acts  which  are  charged 
upon  this  record,"  one  of  which  1  have  'already  mentioned ; 
and  another,  is  the  providing  of  arms  9r  which  arms  were  alfo 
to  be  ufed  in  order  fo  carry  on  this  traitorous  defign  in  order 
to  depofe,  and  put  and  bring  the  King  to  death. 

And  Here,  Gentlemen,  two  things  occur  for  confidcration,  and 
which  are  abfolutely  neceffary,  in  order  to  cftablifh  the  guih  of 
the  prifoner  under  this  charge :  firft,  what  the  prifoner  at  the  bar 
did ;  what  fhare  he  had  in  aflernbling  a  convention :   fecondly, 
what  that  convention  was  to  do ;  whether  it  was  to  fubvert  the 
rule  and  order  of  government ;  to  aflitme  all  the  functions  of  it; 
to  put  down  the  King's  majefty;  to  depofe  his  government;  and, 
whether,  after  all  that,  you  find  that  he,  did  this  in  fulfilment  of 
that  wicked  and  traitorous  intention  which  conftitutes  the  crime. 
For,  if  a  man  does  an  act  in  fulfilment  of  aq  intention,  his  mind 
iquft  firft  conceive  the  intention,  and  when  his  mind  conceives 
the  wicked  and  deteftable  intention  of  deftroying  the  conftitution 
of  his  country — of  deftroying  the  life  of  the  King;  it  is  the  in- 
tention that  pafTcs  through  the  mind  that  alone  attaches  guilt  to 
the  aft.     If,  therefore,  you  fhoujd  be  fatisfied  with  refpeft  to  the 
guilty  intentk>n>  the  next  queftion  is,  whether  the  a£ts  charged 
upon  this  record,  againft  the  prifoner,  were  done  by  him  j  and 
whether,  if  they  were  done  by  him,  he  did  them  in  purfuance  and 
in  fulfilment  of  the  traitorous  intention  charged. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  the  firft  queftion,  moft  undoubtedly,  for  your 
confideration  is,  a  queftion  to  which  I  muft  afk  and  implore  the 
attention  of  the  Court,  and  of  the  Attorney  General.  I  mean, 
what  the  law  is  upon  this  momentous  fubjeii;  and,  Gentlemen, 
recollecting  that,  as  I  fhali  not  have  long  to  live,  and  that  I  am 
not  likely  to  be  a  perfon  of  any  authority,  I  fhall  not  prefume  to 
offer  you  any  thing  of  my  own ;  all  I  have  to  fay  upon  this  part 
of  the  cafe  is  merely  introductory,  that  you  may  underftand  the 
authorities  which  I  (hall  produce  in  tlje  courfe  of  the  caufe.  I 
ihall  not  be  fufpe&ed,  I  am  fure,  of  ftanding  up  to,  oppofe  my 
judgement  to  the  judgement  of  that  moft  excellent  and  venerable 
Judge,  Lord  Hale,  whofe  memory  will  exift  in  this  country  as 
long  as  the  adminiftration  of  pure  iuftice  can  exift ;  neither  do  I 
wifh  to  oppofe  any  thing  in  the  other  authorities  ftated  by  the 
Attorney  General)  becaufe  it  is-  not  necefjary  for  the  cafe  of  my 
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client  at  all ;  nor  ffcould  I  reap  much  benefit  from  the  Cotfrt  iT  t 
Were  i^t  up  in  oppoiitlon  to  them  J  my  obfervations  are  to  be 
confident  with  thole  authorities. 

Gentlemtq,  my  honourable  friend,  for  fo  I  often  have  called 
Jhim,  and  fo  I  will  continue  to  call  him,  has  not  cited  cafes  which 
have  been  the  difgrace  of  the  juftice  of  thi$  country  in  former 
times;  he  has  not  ftatedany  of  thofe  foul  murders  which  have 
been  committed  under  the  colour  of  law;  but  I  think  his  re- 
marks were  founded  upon  grave  and  reverend  authorities  of  law* 
Gentlemen,  I  confefs  that  1  draw  from  thofe  authorities,  and  from 
the  whole  administration  of  juftice  in  the  country,  a  very  dif- 
ferent deduction;  and,  as  far  as  I  am  able  to  difcover,  the  differ^ 
ence  that  has  arifen  between  us,  has  been  rather  a  tripping  of  ex- 
pre/Eon  than  any  material  difference. 

But,  Gentlemen,  before  I  begin,  I  have  only  to  fay  this*  wheti 
I  fpeak  of  depofing  the  King,  which  I  havemore  particularly  in 
view,  I  beg  you  to  underftand  that  it  is  neceftary  for  you  to  guard 
againft  thofe  conftru&ions  of  treafon  which  are  fuppofed  to  exift 
in  this  caufe ;  becaufe,  unlefs  you  do  guard  againft  them,  I  fhall 
lay  this  commentary  of  my  Lord  liale  and  Sir  Michael  Foftex  as 
much  out  of  the  queftion  as  if  there  had  been  no  trial  at  all 

Gentlemen,  I  dare  not  proceed  without  remarking,  that  I  ftand 
here  in  a  very  delicate  and  critical  Situation ;  it  is  not  this  cafe 
only,  but  there  are  men  who  ftand  behind,  whofe  trials  are  to 
come  on  afterwards,  involved  in  this  queftion,  and  therefore  it 
will  be  neceflary  to  take  a  large  field,  in  order  that  the  law  may 
be  underftood  in  the  outfet. 

As  trial  is  nothing  more  than  the  application  of  fafts  difclofed 
in  evidence  to  a  rule  of  human  a&ion  or  conduct,  the  breach  an4 
violation  of  which  conftitutes  the  charge,  the  preliminary  difcuf- 
fion  muft  tend  to  difcover  what  the  law  is,  and  what  is  the  breach 
of  it  which  tl\e  prifoner  is  called  upon  to  anfwer.  To  do  this  as 
becomes  me,  upon  fo  folemn  and  aweful  an  occafion',  I  muft  re- 
fort  to  the  hiftory  of  the  country,  to  the  records  of  the  law,  and 
to  the  authoritative  writings  of  the  moft  learned  men  upon  the 
fubjeft  of  high  treafon.  In  doing  this,  it  is  not  my  defire,  as  1 
have  before  declared  to  youy  Gentlemen  of  the  Jury,  to  prefe 
upon  you  any  theories  or  opinions  of  my  own,  but  to  extract, 
by  legal  reasoning,  from  thofe  unerring '  fburces,  the  law  of  the 
land  upon  the  fubject. 

Gentlemen,  in  keeping  my  word  with  you,  I  hope,  that  if  his 
LorduYip  finds  me  wandering  from  the  queftion,  he  will  have  the 
goodnefs  to  call  me  back  to  it,  that  I  may  have  nothing  to  do 
but  to  go  on  ftep  by  ftep.  As  to  the  crimt  of  high  treafon  at 
common  law,  before  the  ftatute  of  the  25th  of  Edward  III.  upon 
which,  the  prefent  indictment  and  every  indictment  muft  now  be 
formed,  little  need  be  faid  concerning  it ;  and  I  fhall  difmifs  the 
consideration  of  the  common  law  on  the  fubjeft  of  treafon,  with 
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thtfftbfervation  of  that  great  and  venerable  Judge,  Hale,  who^ 
memory  will  laft  as  long  as  taw  or  Conftitution  mall  remain  ti 
'Englifhmen.  And,  Gentlemen,  you  will  understand,  that  vrhti 
J  look  at  this  paper,  I  am  reading  from  it.  'It  is  a  paper  whid 
I  have  tranfcribed  with  my  dwn  hand,  and  the  Attorney  Gcned 
will  find,  that  Lord  Hale  fays,  that  "  At  Common  law  there  waj 
great  latitude  in  raifing  offences  to  the  crime  and  ptinifhment 
treafon,  by  way  of  interpretation  and  arbitrary  conftrucliV. , 
which  brought  in  %great  uncertainty  and  confufion  ;  accroach--., 
(i.  e.  encroaching)"  on  royal  power  (before  the  ftatute  of  Ju 
wrtrd  III.  upon  which  this  trial  is  founded)  was  an  ufual  char^ 
fcf  treafon  antiente,  though  a  very  uncertain  charge*  fb  that  r, 
man  could  tell  what  it  was,  or  what  defence  to  make  to  it." 

My  learned  friend,  with  the  candour  that  belongs  to  him,  flut* 
the  very  paffage  to  you  that  I  am  now  commenting^  upon.     L< :: 
Hale  goes  on,  and  ftates  the  various  cafes  of  oppreflion,  and  :k 
cruel  fentences  that  took  place,  and  concludes  with  this  obferva- 
tion :  u  By  thofe  and  the  like  inftances  that  might  be  given,  i: 
appears  how  arbitrary  and  uncertain  the  law  of  treafon  was  be- 
fore the  ftatute  tsth  Edward  III.  whereby  it  came  to  pais,   tb 
almoft  every  offence  that  was,-  or  feemed  to  be,  a  breach  of  th: 
faith  and  allegiance- due  to  the  King,  was,  by  conftrudlioot  ^ 
confequence,  and  interpretation,  raifed  into  the  offence  of  high 
treafon."     This  is  the  lamentation  of  my  Lord  Hale,  that  up- 
right worthy  Judge,  of  the  ftate  of  this  country,  before  this  fh- 
tute  was  made  to  remedy  this  inconvenience ;  he  then  fays,  lYx 
the  ftatute  was  -made  to  remedy  that  inconvenience :    and  im 
Lord  Coke,  in  his  third  Inftitute,  fays,  tt  The  Parliament  thi 
paffed  this  ftatute  was  called,  as  they  well  deferved,  ParHama* 
turn  Benidiilum^  the  Bleffed  Parliament."     And  the  like  honour 
was  given  to  it  by  the  different  ftatutes,  which,    from  time  tj 
time,  brought  back  treafon  to  its  ftandard,  all  agreeing  in  mae- 
nifying  and  extolling  Nth is  bleffed  acl:. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  this  ftatute  which  has  had  the  panegyric 
of  fuch-  great  men,  which  my  Lord  Hale  and  my  Lord  Coke 
have  fpoken  of  with  fuch  refpecl,  and  which  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  the  Crown  has  fpoken  of  with  the  fame  refpeci  and  re- 
verence with  which  thofe  great  men  in  their  different  times  haw* 
fpoken  of  it,  would  very  little  have  deferved  that  eulogium,  \i 
it  had  not  taken  care  to  make  ufe  of  and  preferve  fuch  cxpref- 
fions  as  could  not  be  mifunderftood  or  miftaken. '    For,  to  iaj 
that  a  ftatute  is  to  be  called  a  bleffed  ftatute,  becaufe  its  object 
wa&  to  prevent  the  miferies  that  had  fallen  upon  the  country  with 
refpect  to  high  treafon,  and  yet  be  drawn  in  fuch  a  fooliih  and 
huddled  manner  as  to  be  unintelligible,  as  rather  to  give  birth 
to,  than  deftroy  the  mifchiefe  it  was  propofed  to  remedy,  wouiJ 
do  little  credit  to  the  Judges  who  beftowed  fuch  panegyrics 
upon  it. 
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But,  Gentlemen,  the  ftatute  made  ufe  of  terms  that  could  not 
bemiftaken;  terms,  that  were  well  underftood  in.  the  common 
law  of  England  ;  not  Jefs  underftood  than  the  term  feifin  or  dif- 
feifin,  or  any  one  term  in  the  law,  which  there  is  not' a  Judge, 
a  Counfcl,  an  Attorney,  or  an  Attorney's  Clerk,  who  does  not 
underftand  it:  but  I  muft  take  care  that  I  give  you  nothing  o£ 
my  own,     Mr.  Juftice  Fofter  fays,  and  Mr.  Juftice  Fofter  again 
candidly  ftated  this  paflage,  whfch  will  entitle  me  at  once  to  put 
afide  all  his  obfervations  that  go  at  all  in  oppofition  to  that  paf- 
fage,  that,  by  the  ancient  common  law  of  the  country,  compaf- 
fing  the  death  of  any  man,  (not  the  King,)  though  you  do  not 
accomplifh  your  objefl,  was  felony:  the  law  confidered,  that 
the  norv-accdmplifhment  of  the  object  frequently  arofe  more  from 
difappointrnent,  than  from  any  merit  to  Ihe  man  whofe  purpofeS 
were  wicked,  and  they  put  the  intention  for  the  deed.     You  will 
find  the  ancient  books  full  of  cafes  of  comparing  the  death  of  a 
fubject.     Then,  fays  Mr.  Juftice  Fofter,  in  order  that  the  ftatute 
of  treafon  might  be  certainly  and  perfe&ly  underftood,  it  made 
ufe  of  the  word  compaffing  the  death.     I  will  read  the  words. 
Mr.  Juftice  Fofter  fays,  tt  The  ancient  writers,  in  treating  of 
felonious  homicide,  confidered    the  felonious,  intention  mani- 
fefted  \yy  plain  facts,  not  by  bare  words  of  any  kind,  in  the  fame 
light,  in  point  of  guilt,   as   homicide  itfrlf.     The  rule   was, 
voluntas  reputabatur  pro  fafio.,  the  will  is  confidered  as  the  deed  ; 
and  while  this  rule  prevailed,  the  nature  of  the  offence  was  ex- 
prefled  by  the  term  compaffing  the  death.     This  rule  (I  am  ftill 
reading  Mr.  Juftice  Fofter)  this  rule  has  been  ]ong  laid  a(Jde  as 
too  rigorous  in  the  cafe  of  common  Dcrfons ;  but  in  the  cafe  of 
the  King,  Queen,  and  Prince,  the  ftatute  of  treafon  has,  with 
great  propriety,  retained  it  m  its  full  extent  and  rigour ;  and, 
in  defcrjbing  the  ofFence,  has  likewife  retained  the  ancient  mode 
of  expreffioru     When  a  irian  doth  compafs  of  imagine  the  death 
of  our  Lord  the  King,  or  of  our  Lady  his  Queen,  or  of  their 
eldeft  Son  and  Heir,  and  thereof  be  provablcmeni^  thajt  is,  pro- 
vablyjupon  fufficient  proof,  attainted  of  open  deed  by  people  of 
his  condition."     He  goes  on  and  fays,  u  The  words  of  the  fta- 
tute defcriptive  of  the  offence  muft  be  ftriitly  purfued  in  every 
indictment  for  this  fpecies  of  treafon.     It  muft  charge,  that  the 
defendant  did  traitoroufly  compafs  and  imagine  the  King's  death  j 
and  then  go  on  and  charge  the  feveral  a&s  made  ufe  of  by  the 
prilbner  to  effectuate  his  traitorous  purpofe.     For,  the  compafll 
ing  the  King's  death  is  the  treafon,  and  the  overt  a£ts  are  the 
means  made  ufe  of  to  effectuate  the  intentions  and  imaginations 
<•«  the  heart  j   and  therefore,   in  the  cafe  of  the  regicides,  the 
indictment  charged  that  they  did  traitoroufly  compafs  and  ima- 
gine the  death  of ,  the  King ;  and  the  taking  off  his  head  was 
Jaid,  among  others,  as  an  overt  a£t  of  comparing  his  death ;  and 
the  perfon  who  was  fuppofed  to  have  given  the  mortal  ftroke 
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yra*  eonvl&ed  on  the  fame  indictment."  Surely,  there  could  t* 
no  doubt  of  his  being  well  convi&ed  of  the  intention,  when  hi 
had  done  the  aft,  which,  to  every  man  of  common  fenfc  and 
common  reafon,  fhews  he  muft  have  had  the  intention  to  do. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  I  will  call  you  to  my  Lord  Hale.     Gen- 
tlemen,  when  I   came  to  fee'  all  the  manufcripts  of  my  Lor:! 
Kale,  which  I  was  favoured  with  by  a  learned  gentleman  at  th» 
Bar,  Mr.  Hardinge,  it  is  aftonifhing  what  his  manufcripts  are  1: 
his  own  hand,  fcarcely  legible,  yet  containing  the  moft  valuable 
remarks  upon  the  law  of  England.     Mr.  Juftice  Fofter  was  alL 
a  humane  and  eminent  Judge  j  and  Mr.  Juftice  Fofter  here  favs 
fhe  ftatute  retained  the  ancient  mode  of  expreflion  j  and,  if ;: 
retained  the  expreffion,   it  muft  retain  the  meaning.     But  in 
order  to  make  the  ftatute  certain,  looking" back  to  what  feloniou> 
homicide  had  been,  taking  the  intention  for  the  deed,  it  deter- 
mined that  nothing  could  be  a  comparing  the  death  of  the  King, 
that  would  not  apply  to  the  cafe  of  a  common  man ;  and  w 
man  approves  more  highly  than  I  do  of  fetting  a  hedM  about  tfce 
lacred  head  of  the  lung,  (this  is  my  interpolation, j  and  bind- 
ing it  with  my  foot.     In  the  next  ftep,  and  building  upon  that 
authority,  I  fay,  that  nothing  can  be  a  compaifing  the  death  cr 
the  King  under  the  ftatute  of  Edward  the  Third,  which  wouM 
not,  having  been  previouily  applied  to  a  common  man,  have  made 
it  a  felony :  fo  that  the  fame  wicked  intention  of  a  man,  mean- 
ing evidently  the  death  of  another  man,  conftituting  felony  in 
the  law,   againft  the  King  would  be  treafon.     I  beg  par^ 
for  ufing  my  own  words,  but  here  comes  Mr.  Juftice  Fofter.   In 
his  difcour/e  of  high  treafon,  p.  Z07,  he  fays,  u  All  the  wor<i* 
defcriptive  of  the  offence,  if  a  man  fhall  compafs  and  imagine, 
and  thereof  be  attainted  of  open  deed,  are  plainly  borrowed Troai 
the  common  law,  and  therefore  muft  bear  the  fame  conftru&ion 
they  did  at  common  law,"     Now  is  not  that  diftinft  ?     I  wil 
read  it  again  ;  u  AH  the  words  defcriptive  of  the  offence,  if  * 
man  fhall  compafs  and  imagine,  and  thereof  be  attainted  of  open 
deed,  are  plainly  borrowed  from  the  common  law,  and  therefor 
muft  bear  the  fame  conftru£tion  they  did  at  common  law." 

Why,  Gentlemen^  my  Lord  Coke,  (in  the  fame  manner  when 
he  is  commenting  on  this,)  that  great  oracle  of  the  l^v,  and  the 
beft  oracle  that  can  be  confulted  on  the  ftatute  of  treafon,  when 
one  ftands  up  for  a.  prifoner,  becaufe,  of  all  the  prerogative  law- 
yers that  ever  exifted,  Lord  Coke  was  the  man  *  and  his  dis- 
graceful, contemptible  conduft  as  Attorney  General,  in  the  cafe 
of  Sir  Walter  Raleigh,  will  go  down  with  him  and  tarnilh  all 
his  honours ;  and  my  honourable  and  learned  friend,  the  prefer 
Attorney  General,  though  his  writings  ipav  not,  he  will  p 
down  to  pofterity  with  more  eclat  than  Lord  Coke,  with  all  bis 
prerogative  knowledge,  Inftitutes,  ice.    But  then,  Lord  Coke 

is  my  impi,  for  nobody  difputei  his  authority.    In  hi§  Comma1'. 
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tary  he  lays,  *  Let  us  fee  firft  what  compaiEng  the  death  of  the 
fubje<a  was  before  the  making  of  this  ftatute."  Lord  Coke  takes 
tie  ftatute  word  by  word,  whith  is  the  moft  accurate  way  of  com- 
menting. The  firft  thing  he  fays  is,  *  Let  us  fee  what  compaffing 
the  death  of  the  fubjc£t  was  before  tb«  making  of  this  ftatute* 
when  voluntas  reputakatur  pro  fatto,  the  will  was  faker*  for  the 
deed:"  thus  falling  in  with  the  opinion  of  Judge  Fofter.  "Now 
what  was  the  Engiifti  of  that  ?  I  am  going  to  fhew  you,  tha 
(ludent,  you  who  are  to  learn  the  law  of  the  land,  what  a  com- 
paffing the  death  of  the  King  was,;  but  that  I  cannot  do,  till  I 
look  at  the  common  law,  and  fee  what  was  the  compaffing  the 
death  of  a  fubjeA,  the  exprelBoo,  having  the  fame  conftruftion 
as  at  common  law."  And  then  he  goes  on  ftating  the  various  forts 
of  a/Fault,  as  homicide,  murder,  attacks  on  them  in  the  night, 
aflaults  alfo  with  intent  to  murder;  and  then  he  ftates,  that  the 
crime  confifts  in  the  traitorous  intention, 

Notwithftanding  the  benevolent  precifion  of  this  ftatute,  it  is 
lamentable  to  fee  the  departures  from  it,  which  mark  and  disfigure 
our  hiftory.  But,  at  the  fame  time,  it  mould  be  a  theme  of  con- 
folation  to  Englishmen,  to  refleft,  that  as  often  as  in  arbitrary 
and  wicked  times  it  was  invaded  by  fervile  Parliaments  and  fer- 
vile  Judges,  the  juftice  of  better  Judges  and  better  Parliaments 
brought  the  law  back  to  the  ancient  ftandard.  Thefe  invading 
ftatutes  and  judgements,  and  their  repeals,  were  indeed  decifive 
of  the  true  ponjtru&ion  of  the  ftatute. 

'  Gentlemen,  the  ftatute  of  the  25th  of  Edward  III.  had  ex- 
preisly  dire&ed  that  nothing  fhould  be  declared  to  be  treafon  but 
cafes  within  its  ena&ing  letter. 

Gentlemen,  having  thus  got  at  what  I  conceive  to  be  the  true 
meaning  of  the  ftatute,  I  rafher  think  my  learned  friend,  who  is 
taking  notes,  will  not  find  much  reafon  to  differ  with  me  as  we 
travel  on  in  the  caufe.  Lord  Hale  fays,  upon  ftat.  25  Edw.  III. 
u  Yet  things  were  fo  carried  by  parties  and  fa&ions  in  the  fuc- 
cteding  reign  of  Richard  II.  that  the  ftatute  was  but  little  ob- 
ferved ;  but  as  this^  or  that  party  got  the  better,  fo  the  crime  of 
high  treafon  was,  in  a  manner,  arbitrarily  impofed  and  adjudged; 
which,  by  letting  in  of  conftruftive  treafbns,  and  which,  by 
various  viciffitudes  and  revolutions,  mifchiefed  all  parties,  firft 
andlaft,  and  left  a  great  unfettlcdnefs  and  unquietnefs  in  the 
minds  of  the  people,  and  was  one  of  the  occafions  of  the  unhap- 
pinefs  of  that  King."  Not  contented  with  the  ftatute  of  Ed- 
ward III.  which  had  been  wifely  made,  at  once  for  the  protection 
of  the  King  and  the  fubje&,  extending  it  beyond  that,  and  wifhing 
to  make  laws,  caufing  great  unhappinefs  to  men.  And  Blackftone 
feys,  "  This  prinpe,  not  contented  with  the  ftatute  of  the  25th  of 
Edward  HI.  ftretching  the  laws  and  carrying  them  farther  than 
juftipe  called  for,  (which  never  produced  any  good  effc&  to  them 
that  ftjretched  them,)  within  two  years  after  this  new  law  was  ob- 
tained, 
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tained,  which  made  the  bare  purpofe  and  intention  of  killing  and 
depofing  trtfnfon,  this  very  prince  was  both  depofed  and  murdered." 
Lord  Hale  fays,  a  All  this  mifchief  was  produced  by  the  ftat.  2  ift 
Rich.  II.  which  fays,  4  That  every  m?n  that  compafles  or  purfues 
the  death  of  the  King,  or  to  depofe  him,  or  refufes  to  render  up 
his  homage,  &c.  aijd  if  that  be  duly  attainted  or  adjudged,  fhall  be 
adjudged  a  traitor  of  high  treafon  againft  the  Crown.'  This  (feys 
Lord  Hale)  was  a  fnarc  to  the  fubjccl:,  infomuch  that- the  ftatute 
of  the  iftof  Henry  IV.  which  repealed  it,  recited*  that  no  man 
knew  how  he  ought  to  behave  himfelf,  to  do,  fpeak,  or  fay,  for 
doubt  of  fuch  pains  of  treafon;  (this  is  Lord  Hale)  and  therefore 
wholly  to  remove  the  prejudice  which  might  cdme  to  the  King's 
fubjects,  the  ftatute  of  the  ift  of  Henry  Iv,  chap.  10.  was  made, 
which  brought  back  treafon  to  the  ftandard  of  the  25th  of  Ed- 
ward III." 

Now  here  let  us  paufe. — What  was  it  that  the  ftatute  of 
Richard  II.  did  that  produced  all  this  mifery  to  the  fubject  ?■ 
What  did  it  do  ?    How  did  it  enlarge  the  ftatute  of  Edward  III.  ? 
Comparing  and  imagining  the  King's  death,  was  moft  undoubt- 
edly treafon  before  that;  levying  war  againft  the  King  and  his 
realm  was  alfo  treafon  by  the  firft  branch  of  the  ftatifte  of  Ed- 
ward ;  and,  therefore,  in  this  place  I  will  read  to  you  the  very 
firft  words  of  the  ftatute  of  Edward,  (hewing,  that  the  King's 
authority  is  well  taken  care  of  by  this  ftatute.     4l  Whereas  diver* 
opinions  have  been,  before  this  time,  in  what  cafe  treafon  (hall 
be  faid,  and  in  what  not ;  Ae  King,  at  the  requeft  of  the  Lords 
and  Commons,  hath  made  a  declaration,  in  the  manner  as  hereafter 
followeth :  that  is  to  fay,  when  a  man  doth  compafe  or  imagine 
rhe  death  of  our  Lord  the  King,  or  of  our  Lady  his  Queen,  or 
of  their  eldeft  Spn  and  Heir,"  that  is  one  treafon :    u  Or,  if  a 
man  do  levy  war  againft  our  Lord  the  King  in  his  realm,"  and 
fb  on,  'that  is  another  treafon :  but  if  every  levying  of  war  againft 
♦he  King  in  the  realm  was  in  all  cafes  fuhftantially  the  fame  trea-r 
fon  as  comparing  and  imagining  his  death,  it  would  be  faying 
the  thing  twice  over.     If  a  man  is  charged  with  compaffing  the 
King's  death,  you  cannot  produce  evidence  of  his  having  levied 
war  againft  the  King :  not  that  the  poor  man  at  the  bar  has  levied 
war— r-no  fuch  thing ;  but  if  that  fubftantially  were  to  be  con- 
sidered as  the  treafon,  and  not  evidence  in  fome  circumftances  of 
the  treafon,  it  would  have  been  the  moft  ridiculous  ftatute  in  the 
world,  if  every  levying  of  war  againft  the  King  is  compaffing 
his  death :  to  conapafs  the  death  of  the  King,  that  is  one  treafon, 
:md  levying. war  againft  the  King  in  his  realm,  is  another  defcrip- 
tion  of  the  treafon.     But  the  ftatute  does  not  flop  there ;  it  fays, 
u  Or  be  adherent  to  the  King?s  enemies  in  his  realm,  and  giving 
to  them  aid  and  comfort."     Then  the  law  goes  on  ftill  further, 
and  provides  for  the  fafety  of  the  honourable  men  now  fitting 
upon  the  bench,  and  makes  it  high  treafon  to  kill  them  in  the 
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-execution  of  their  office,  but  it  does  not  make  it  high  tresuotf 
to  compafs  their  deaths.  And  if  a  man  was  to  write  a  thoufand 
letters,  the  ultimate  end  of  which  is  to  deftroy  the  Judges  in  the 
execution  of  their  office,  and  it  could  be  proved  by  a  thoufand 
witnefTes,  it  would  be  no  more  than  a  mifdemeanour,  becaufe  it 
is  not  treafon  to  compafs  their  deaths.  But  taking  the  will  for 
the  deed  is  the  great  hedge  fet  round  the  head  of  the  King ;  and  I. 
will  tell  you  why,  becaufe  the  natural  life  of  man  requires  a  great 
deal  more  protection  than  his  authority.     A  man  may  be  beyond 


cutei  The  indictment  charged,  that  he  came  for  the  plirpofe 
of  killing  the  King,  the  Jury  found  him  guilty,  and  he  was  ex- 
ecuted. And  a  moft  excellent  law  it  is  to  preferve  the  life  of  the 
Sovereign,  in  whom  fo  many  valuable  advantages  are  fummed 
up ;  hut  it  is  not  fo  in  regard  to  any  attack  on  his  authority,  that 
is  fufficiently  protected  without :  becaufe,  what  fignifie*  an  at- 
tack on  his  authority,  when  furrounded  by  all  the  army  of  the 
ftate,  and  his  authority  ?  Therefore  the  ftatute  of  Edward  III. 
does  not  put  a  confpiring  to  levy  war  upon  the  fame  footing  as 
levying  war  j  that  was  made  treafon  by  the  21ft  of  Richard  II. 
If  a  man  rides  out  and  collects  men  to  levy  war,  that  is  treafon. 
Men  ufed  formqrly  to  go  out  to  tilts  and  tournaments,  and  op- 
pofe  their  King ;  but  the  legislature  knew  that  the  King's  autho- 
rity might  protect  the  King,  and  therefore  they  did  not  confider 
a  confpiracy  tg  levy  war  as  levying  war  actually.  The  aft  fays, 
"  If  you  corifpire  the  death  of  the  King,  Queen,  or  Prince  of 
Wales."  Now  the  Prince  of  Wales  has  no  political  capacity, 
he  is  a  private  rndn,  aird  yet  to  compafs  his  death  is  equally 
treafjn  with  the  King's  or  Queen's.  By  that  it  is  meant  to 
preferve  the  fucccflion  to  the  Crown,  and  guard  his  facred  pcr- 
fon.  But  is  the  ftate  ftill  fafe  ?  If  a  man  writes  a  letter  to  the 
enemies  of  the  ftate,  then  it  comes  under  the  treafon  of  adherencfe 
to  the  King's  enemies  ;  and  the  Attorney  General  will  fee,  as  I 
go  on  in  this  argument,  that  there  are  undoubtedly  confpiracies 
to  levy  war,  wruch  would  afford  fatisfactory  evidence,  under  fome ' 
circumftances,  of  an  intention  to  deftroy  the  King >  and  where- 
ever  an  intention  to  deftroy  the  King's  life  is  proved,  then*he  is 
a  traitor — not  for  confpiring  to  levy  war,  but  for  compafiln^ 
the  King's  death  j  and  his  intention  of  levying  war  is  laid  be- 
fore the  Jury  as  the  raanifeftation  of  his  intention  to  deftroy 
the  King. 

Gentlemen,  having  gone  fo  far,  you  fee  the  ftatute  of  Hen,  IV. 
brought  things  again  to  their  origi/ial  ftandard.  It  will  be  al- 
ways found,  that  people  will  fometimes  get  beyond  thernajki 
fometimes  men  run  too  much  towards  democracy,  and  fometimes 

too  much  towards  ariftocracy ;  fometimes  the  monarchy  gets  too 
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ttluch  the  head :  hut  fuch  has  beea  the  peculiar  prtfteftiort  art£ 
fuperintendance  of  Providence  over  this  happy  ifle*  that  we  have 
always  been  preferved,  and  all  things  have  c6me  round  fafe  at. 
laft ;  and  therefore  we  mult  bear  a  tittle,  and  fee  if* we  cannot 
bring  things  round  again.    • 

Gentlemen,  the  (fatute  of  Henry  IV.  was  rio  foower  made, 
than  it  fliared  the  fame  fate  with  that  of  Edward  IIL— nobody 
attended  to  it.  One  faftion  overcame  another.  We  had  no 
fuch  Judges  in  thofc  days  as  I  am  now  addreffing,  who  were  in- 
dependent in  their  offices,  hplding  their  fituations  for  life;;  not 
men  fo  eminently  diftirigttiflied  for  their  impartial  administration 
of  jufticg;  but  men  of  the  moft  di(honourable  difpofitions,  and 
fhamefuljy  dependent  upon  the*Crown.  So  that  we  may  apply 
to  them  the  words  of  the  poet : 

"  Wam'd  from  his  filth  arid  fophiftry  in  vain, 
a  The  cur  is  at  his  dirty  work  again/' 
For  no  fooner  had  the  ftatute  or  Henry  IV.  put  away  the  old  fta-* 
tutes  of  treaibn,  than  they  began  to  multiply  treafohs  again  abo- 
minably, when  the  ftatute  of  the  ift  of  Mary  was  made,  to 
bring  tnem  back  again  to  their  original  ftandard;  and  I  will  give 
you  that  ftatute,  and  Lord  Coke's  commentary  upon  it.  Cord 
Coke  fays,  that  the  ftatute  of  the  ift  of  Mary,  was  made  to  re- 
peal all  the  ftatutes  that  had  heejj  made  in  the  interval  between 
Henry  IV.  when  Henry  IV.  brought  back  "that  of  Edward  III. 
by  repealing  the  ftatute  of  Richard  II.  mowed  down  every  thing 
againft  the  fubjeft,  and  brought  back  the  ftatute  again.— Lora 
Coke  ftys,  *  Before  this  aft  fo  many  treafons  had  been  made  and 
declared  by  ad  of  parliament  fince  this  aft  of  the  25th  of  Ed- 
ward III.  fome  in  particular,  and  fome  in  general,  and  in  fuch 
fort  penned,  as  not  only  the  ignorant  and  unlearned  people,  but 
alfo  learned  and  expert  men  were  many  times  trapped  and  friared; 
and  fometimes  treafons  made  and  declared  in  one  King's  time  were 
abrogated  in  another  King's  time,  either  by  fpecial  or  general  words, 
fo  as  the  mifchicf  before  the  25th  of  Edward  III.  of  the  uncertainty 
what  was  treafon,  and  what  not,  became  to  be  fo  frequent  and 
dangerous,  as  the  fafeft  and  fureft  remedy  was  by  this  excellent 
aft  of  the  ift  of  Mary,  to  abrogate  and  repeal  all  but  only 
fuch — ''  Be  fo  good  as  juft  take  down  tins,  if  it  is  not  too  much 
trouble :  w  but  only  fuch  as  arc  fpecified  and  exprefled  in  this 
ftatute  of  Edward,  by  which  law,  the  fafety  both  of  the  King 
and  the  fubjeft,  and  the  prefjrvation  of  the  commonweal,  is. 
wifely  and  fufficiently  provided  for  in  fuch  certainty,  as  nihil 
reiifium  eft  arbitrio  jydicis^ — in  fuch  certainty,  that  nothing  is 
left  to  the  difcretion  of  the  Judges."  You  are  to  take  what  is  fetj 
down  and  fpecified  in  the  ftatute,  for  the  ftatute  was  made  becaufe 
the  Judges  went  by  their  conftruftions  beyond  the  law;  and 
therefore  to  make  a  ftatute  to  repeal  judicial  conftruftions,  for 
them  to  begin  building  again,  would  have  been  a  folly  in  the 
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Wiflafoire;  a  fojly,  nottpbt  impute^  to  the  ftaftitc  qf  Mary, 
^where  you  would  fee  they  are  all  repealed  He  goes  on  and 
further  Cays,  "  And  qeitamly  the  two  rules  reqtea  in  ^lie  pre- 
amble of  the  faid  a<&  of  the  tft  of  Ajf  ary,  are  afluredly  true/' 
Noy  here  are  the  two  rules  in  the  preamble,  that  ought  to  be 
engraved  in  the  heart  of  every  man  who  loyes  the'  JCing,  an4  who 
has  a/iy  fhajre  in  his  councils.-*--'4  That  theftate  of  a  Kmg  ilarid- 
eth  and  canfifteth  more  aftiired  by  the  love  and  favour  qt  the  fub- 
je&s  towards  their  Sovereign,  than  in  the  dread  and  f$ar  of  laws 
made  wift  rigorous  pains  and  extreme  nunifhrnent,"  And  he 
further  (ays,  "  The  itatute  of  the  I  ft  of  ^lary  fpe^fcs  a  ftrQng 
Jwgua£e  ag^rift  conftru&ive  trqafor^  when  it  fays,  it  wa?  de- 
clared by  the  whole  parliament,  that  law$  juiHy  made  for  tjie 
jpefcrvation  of  t^e  whole  qqm.monv^ealth  without  extreme  pu- 
t4y  fitment,  are  more  often  obeyed  and  Jcept,  than  law?  and  fetuses 
m^e  with  great  and  extreme  punifhments,  whereby  apt  only  rjie 
ignorant  a»a  rude  unlearned  people,  but  alio  learned  and  expert 
J8FQ>  minting  ji^oefty,  are  oftentimes  trapped  and  fnared." 

sJen^err^cn,  my  Lord  Hale  and  my  ,Lord  Cojce  (late  th/s  fta- 
;tute  of  Queen  Mary,  and  they,  in  their  turns,  make  their  obfer- 
vatioQS  upon  it 4  and  there  is  qne  part  I  ihaU  now  read  frppi  rnv 
Lord.Cokie,  to  lphich  I  pray  your  niqft  ^eaxneft  attention,  becaufe 
jt  will  4hpy>  $&&}?  41**  .wfortuJUU;e  man  before  you  is  iwijjed 
upon  a  fpecies  of  evidence,  fuch  ap  was  never  before  heard  at  in 
England,  I  y^Ul  venture  to  afjinpa,  upon  that  evidence,  that  with 
fli  t<K  attention  yqu  have  given  it,  I  defy  any  one  of  you  to  fyy 
at  thi^  iQOp^nt  of  what  it  confifte-  Jit  is  fuj^h  that  J.  cannot 
thirtk  ofy  without  trembling  /or  my  own  life,  and  for  the  ljfe 
of  .every  man  in  ^England.  J.  know  not  how  it  i$  poffible  for 
me  to  njand  up  to  defend  that  unhappy  man,  being  confeious  I, 
Cannot  poflibly  underftand  the  evidence  (hey  have  given— -evi- 
dence tjiat  has  c,oafiuiied  four  days,  which  has  abridged  us  of  the 
fleep  Yfhich  nature  requires,  which  has  kept  my  ,mind  jnflamed 
with  agitation  and  diftref?,  and  cpnftantly  taking  notes;  and  the 
jindujgencfi  I  have  received  from  his  jLordfhip  has  pnly  lerved 
the  purpofe  of  fetting  my  brain  on  fire,  ipftead  of  benefiting  (by 
the  pp^es  I  have  Jtakdn. 

Now,  fee  how  this  tallies  with  what  Lord  Coke  fays  j  and  I 
tjhiak  ^e-ha^  better  go  hprrwe  ?fi$  burn  our  books,  .and  leave  pur 
eulogies  pf  thefe  ^reat  jaapn  .to  jitter  pccajjiqrjs,  than  preach  up 
their  Ragegyrics,  apd  not  give  t>he  /Ubjevl  the  benefits  derived 
?froca  £hfi$n.  A£y  ^Lord  Coke  /ays  tjiis :  "  It  is  agreed^  to  be 
5>bferve$t  (Q^nmentine  on  the  word  provpbly)  provably  ft- 
tjiuitfj;"  ioc  I#r{l  Cdpcejjqes  on  aljvays  throughout  his  worses, 
p^^unenjting  >vord  J>y  yvord.  JB^ofcs  of  fcience  are  not  made  to 
tickle  ttfee  ear,  jbut  for  iafJrutfcJQn.  He  gqes  .911,  and  flates 
tf  «WB#P*M  n9Vj  .G^erne^,  you  wUfbe  fo  good  as.to  take 
4p>wn  thefe  words :  "  provably,  that  is,  upon  direct  and  mamfeft 
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proof,  not  upon  conjectural  prefumptions ;"  that  is  to  fay,  tfial 
'When  you  are  faying  whether  a  man  intended  to  kill  the  King  of- 
,  not,  he  mult  be  provably  attainted ;  you  muft  (hew  that  he  in- 
tended it,  by  bringing  it  home  to  him  in  the  fame  manner  as  if 
he  intended  to  kill  any  other  man.  How  is  that  to  be  done  ? 
u  Not  upon  conje&ural  prefumption,.  or  inferences,  or  ftrains  of 
wit,  but  upon  good  and  fufficient  proof.  And  herein  the  ad- 
verb provablement,  provably,  hath  a  great  force,  and  fignifieth 
a.  direct  plain  proof." 

Gentlemen,  I  have  almoft  forgot  what  a  direct  plain  proof  is. 
It  is  %  long  fince  I  have  heard  any  thing  that  has  the  fmalleft 
refemblance  of  what  is  in  the  ordinary  courfe  of  the  profeifion 
called  direct  plain  proof,  that  I  have  almoft  forgot  what  it  is ; 
without  which,  a  man  cannot  be  nonfuited  in  an  action  for  ten 
pounds — when  another  man  is  tofuffer  death  for  the  actions  and 
declarations  of  men  he  never  faw,  and  whofe  conduct  it  is  im- 
poffible  he  fhould  know  any  thing  of.  He  fays,  "  A  direct  and  plain 
proof;  which  word  the  King,  the  Lords,  and  Commons  in  par- 
liament, did  ufe,  for  that  the  offence  was  fo  heinous,  and  was  fo 
heavily  and  feverely  punifhed,  as  none  other  the  like,  and  there- 
fore the  offender  muft  provably  be  attainted ;  which  words  areas 
forcible  as  upon'  direct  and  manifeft  proof.  Note,  the  word  is 
not  probably*,  for  then  commune  argumentum  might  have  ferved, 
for  there,  common  argument  would  do." 

We  have  had  very  uncommon  arguments  here ;  but  they  put 
die  cafe  a  provably  attainted,"  to  ngnify  the  full  and  #:nerring 
force  of  leg^l  demonftration.  Lord  Hale  treads  in  the  fame  path 
■with  Lord  Coke,  and  fays,  "  Now,  although  the  crime  of  high 
treafon  is  the  greateft  crime  againft  faith,  duty,  and  human  fo- 
ciety,  and  brings  with  it  the  greateft  and  molt  fatal  dangers  to 
the  government,  peace,  and  happinefs  of  a\  kingdom  or  ftate, 
and  therefore  is  defervedly  branded  with  the  higheft  ignominy, 
and  fubjectcd  to  the  greateft  penalties  that  the  law  can  inflict ; 
yet,  by  thefe  inftances,  and  more  of  this  kind  that  might  be 
given,  it  appears,  ift,  How  neceflary  it  was  that  there  fhould  be 
fome  fixed  and  fettled  boundary  for  this  great  crime  of  treafon, 
and  of  what  great  importance  the  ftatute  of  the  25th  of  Ed- 
ward III.  -was,  in  order  to  that  end.  2dly,  How  dangerous  it  is 
to  depart  from  the  letter  of  that  ftatute ;  and  to  multiply  and 
enhance  crimes  into  treafon  by  ambiguous  and  general  words,  as 
accroaching  of  royal  power,  fubverting  of  fundamental  laws, 
and  the  like.  And,  3<lly,  How  dangerous  it  is,  by  conftruc- 
tion  and  analogy,  to  make  treafons  where  the  letter  of  the  law 
has  not  done  it  5  for  fuch  a  method  admits  of  no  limits  or  bounds, 
but  runs  as  far  as  the  wit  and  invention  of  accufers,  and  the 
odioufuefs  and  deteftation  of  perfons  accufed,  will  carry  men." 
That  is  to  fay>  the  legiflature,  like  honeft  and  honourable,  men, 
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feeling,  as  all -men  ought  to  feel,  for  the  fafety  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  defirous  of  punifhing  any  perfon  who  may  have  done 
any  thing  that  they  conceived  tenas  to  any  diforder ;  yet  before 
that  punifhment  can  be  infli&ed,  you  muft  go  ftep  by  ftep,  to 
fee  what  has  been  done ;  to  trace,  by  plain  provable  afts,  what 
the  real  intention  is— ->to  do  it  with  a  trembling  nerve — to  fall 
back — to  look  at  it  again  and  again — and  to  turn  it  round  and 
round.  Not  on  volumes  of  evidence,  which  no  man's  mind  is 
capable  of  taking  in ;  but  at  once  to  come  to  the  ground  where 
a  man  can  compare  things  candidly  in  his  mind. 

Though  I  have  the  greateft  reipeft  for,  and  no  man  honours 
more  than  I  do,  all  thofe  perfons  employed  in  the  profecution  of 
a  great  ftate  offender,  in  a  trial  that  has  driven  us  out  of  Weft. 
minfter  Hall,  for  a  great  part  of  my  profeiftonal  life  at  leaft, 
becaufe  I  know  they  are  honourable  men ;  yet,  I  am  perfuaded, 
if  they  could  have  forefeen  it  would  have  extended  to  the  length 
it 'has,  they  never  would  have  carried  it  on:  for  I  defy  any  man 
to  tell  me  upon  that  evidence,  or.  venture  to  fay,  in  a  criminal 
cafe,  whether  Mr.  Haftings,  for  inftance,  is  guilty  or  not  guilty. 
And  I  do  hope  in  God,  fuch  another  trial  will  never  be  known  in 
England,  becaufe  I  think  it  brings  dishonour  upon  the  juftice  of 
the  country.  Every  man  has  a  right  to  hold  his  life  and  his 
liberty  on  laws  that  fhould  be  fo  plain  that  every  body  may 
4inderftand  them.  I  might  travel  through  thefe  monftrous  re- 
cords for  feven  years,  and  might  at  laft  become  affli&ed  with 
difeafe,  and  be  hardly  able  to  ftate  the  cafe  of  my  client 

Gentlemen,  the  next -great  queftion  is,  how  thefe  admonitions 
of  thofe  great  men  are  reconcileable  with  what  undoubtedly  is 
found  jn  their  works  ?  And  I  think  I  do  not  fay  too  much, 
when  I  fay  it  ought  to  be  the  inclination  of  every  perfon's  mind, 
who  is  confidering  the  real  meaning  of  any  writer,  particularly 
a  writer  of  great  learning,  if  poflible,  to  reconcile  all  they  fay, 
and  not  put  fuch  conftru&ion  upon  any  book  written  by  great 
men,  that  puts  one  part  in  oppofition  to  the  other.  Therefore, 
the  Judges  have  put  that  conftru&ion  upon  them,  as  (hall  be 
eafy  and  natural  to  the  common  underftanding.  It  all  turns 
upon  the  meaning  of  an  overt  aft :  the  moment  you  get  it  right 
upon  that  meaning,  the  curtain  is  drawn  up,  and  all  is  cer- 
tainty. The  meaning  of  an  overt  a&  I  take  to  be  this :  the 
crime  is  a  comparing  the  death  of  the  King ;  that  is,  taking 
away  his  natural  life.  It  is  there  where  the  attack  is.  I  do 
maintain  it,  1  maintain  it  in  my  own  perfon,  that  there  is  not  to 
be  found,  throughout  the  whole  compafs  of  the  law,  except  a 
pamphlet  puhliihed  by  Sir  Bridgeman  Shower,  whom  I  fhall 
take  a  few  liberties  with  before  I  lit  down,  as  he  is  the  only  man 
who  ever  faid,  that  the  firft  part  of  the  ftatute  was  meant  to  pro- 
teft  the  authority  of  the  King.  Then  how  is  it  that  an  overt 
*&,  charging  the  depofmg  of  the  King,  fhould  be  a  good  overt 
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aSf  upon  the  regard  ?  It  is  this :  thd  intentions :  irf  the  tanrnfl 
are  InviGble.  As  Lord  Hale  fayfc,  «  It  cannot  d&rhe  within 
fte  corri^afs  of  human  judicatures,  without  you  bring  out  the 
iritetitibn  of  the  perfoh  by  an  overt  aft:"   arid  therefore,   in 

J!he  cafe  of  the  Regicides,  I  Will  by  and  by  read  to  you  what  is 
aid  by  the  Judge  who  tried  thele  unfortunate  men,  and  thefe 
deteftable  mtn.     Firft  of  all,  there  waS  a  long  conftiltatlon  with 
the  Judges  How  tftis  treafon  Ihould  be  laid ;  and  it  was  held,  that 
the  word's  df  the  ftatiite  iihuft  be  purftied.     And  although  the 
King  was  murdered,  and  the  men  at  the  bar  were  to  be  intHcted 
and  tried  'for  that  murder,  yet  they  do  rtot  charge  the  Ring's 
death,  but  charge  the  intention  df  the  prisoners  in  tne  Otfert  aft 
opon  the  record.     And  whatever  is  relevant  evidence  to  prove 
any  fact  that  can  come  in  iffue  in  a  cdurt  of  juftice,  I  take  to  be 
matter  of  law :  that  is,  whatever   is  admiflible  evidence  in  a 
court  of  juftice,  to  be  given  and  laid  before  a  Jury,  is  rrtltter  of 
law ;  arid  for  this  reafoh,  the  Judge  can  fhtit  it  Out,  if  it  be  fuch 
evidence  frohi  whence  a  Jury  can  in  nb  cafe  infer  the  feft,  which 
is  the  foundation  of  the  civil  rhatter,  or  of  die  oflfence  j  then  the 
evidence  is  (hut  out  altogether :  but  where,  after  the  evidence  il 
admiffible,  it  is  fufficieht  to  convince  the  Jury,  in  the  particular 
iHltance,  that  the  crime,  tfre  intention  exifted,  is  matter  *>f  feci  j 
arid  we  have  had  a  memorable  inftarice  of  it  lately,  which  I  will 
put,  becaufe  the  Attorney  General  is  acquainted  with  it~I 
mean  a  cafe  which  came  before  the  iJaufe  of  Loirds,  reQe&fag 
bills  of  exchange.     A  great  nutaber  of  cireumftan'ces  wete  put 
fogether,  from  whence  it  was  contended,  that  £he  defendant,  in 
that  cafe,  had  the  knowledge  6f  a  facTr.     I  denWrred  to  that  evi- 
dence, laying,  it  was  ndt  (ufficierit  evidence  at  all,  upon  which 
the  caufe  can  go  On.     But  it  was  decided  to  my  fitfsfe&i6n  fri  the 
Houfe  of  Lords,  that  you  cannot  talce  from  the  cohfideratibn  bf 
%  Jury,  by  a  demurrer  to  evidence,  any  conchifian  that  the  Jttry 
can  collect,  or  may  draw  froni  relevant  evidence ;  and,  therefore, 
we  were  obliged  to  go  down  to  trial  again.     When  it  carne  be- 
fore the  Houfe  of  Lords,  this  was  decided — That  the  province 
6f  the  Judges  being  to  judge  6nly  of  the  law,  and  cdhfequefctty 
of  the  iriadmiffibility  ot  evidence,  as  a  branch  of  law, — it  bp~ 
longs  to  the  Jury  alone,  in  each  particular  cafe,  to  draw  particu- 
lar conclufiohs  frorn  relevant  and  adnfl'ffibfe  evidence.     For  in- 
ftarice, if  a  man  is  charged  with  an  overt  aft  of  depofing  the 
King,  and  corifpiring  by  force  of  arihs  to  depofe  him,   I  will 
prove  that,  in  fnahy  cafes  which  I  Will  ftate  to  you,  it  is  un- 
doubtedly very  ftrong  evidence  pf  the  intention;  but  whether, 
in  each  particular  inftance,  the  confpir acy  to  levy  war  is  or  fe  not 
fufficient  t6  convince  the  Jury,  as  wasflated  in  the  moft  nOnour- 
rtble  vfay  by  the  Attorney  General  in  his  opening,    (which  I 
ih:\\l  neVer  forget,)  is  matter  for  your  consideration ;  and  there* 
ioj  c  the  Attorney  General  ikid  in  his  fpeech>  that  the  evidence 
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*He  you  cannot  hear  it-~-convmcing  it  muft  be*  or  you  cannot 
fee  it  upon  the  record ;  that  the  prironer  may  know  what  he  is  to 
anfwer,  and  that  he  may  be  told  that  he  intended  to  kill  the  King, 
becanfe  he  did  fo  and  fo.  For  fuch  is  the  tendernefs  of  the  law 
to  the  prrfoner,  that,  by  the  ftatute  of  William,  you  fhall  not  b* 
allowed  to  give  evidence  of  an  overt  aft,  unlefs  it  is  to  prove  an 
overt  aft  upon  the  record.  That  being  the  cafe,  fuppofe  the  ftatute 
of  WiUfem  (rad  not  pafled,  it  would  have  been  fufficient  only  to 
have  feid  that  the  party  compaffed  the  death  of  the  King.  Sup- 
j>ofe  the  overt  aft  is  not  put  upon  the  record,  who  is  to  judge 
whether  that  evidence  could  be  given  by  Which  the  mind  of  the 
prifbner  was  to  be  difcovered  f  The  Judge.  But  who  is  to 
decide  when  the  evidence  is  given  ?  The  J  ury.  An  overt  aft 
of  depofmg  the  King,  is  a  good  overt  aft  of  comparing  hi* 
death;  but  whether,  under  all  the  circumftaneefe,  it  is  fufEcient 
to  convince  the  Jury,  according  to  the  manly  expreffion  of  the 
Attorney  General,  Whether  it  is  fuffieient  to  convince  the  Jury 
of  the  criminal  intention  which  conftitutes  the  charge,  is  matter 
for you. 

Gentlemen,  I  know  very  #cU,  and  I  am  fure,  the  Judges  will 
have  no  diipolltion  to  interfere  in  it.  It  is  your  office  by  the  taw 
of  the  country*  and  I  have  no  doubt  but  yon  will  chfeharge  it 
with  as  much  fidelity  on  our  part,  as  on  the  part  of  the  Crown; 
and  I  am  fare  you  Will  proceed  upon  the  ftrift  juftice  of  th» 


Gentlemen,  in  purfusnee  of  my  purpofe,  I  fkaJl  go  on  to  fee 
tirtiethef  what  I  have  been  now  faying  is  fapported  by  the  fame 
authority ;  and  I  vow  to  God  I  feel  a  great  deal  of  pleairare  that 
I  have  hied  ample  trme  to  look  itoo  the  law.  I  wrftt  my  time 
had  been  ntofe  divided,  and  tfcat  I  had  had  more  time  to  look  into 
the  fafts.  I  have  had  too  much  leifare  for  the  one,  and  not 
enough  for  the  other.  Upon  looking  at  Lord  Hale,  your  Lord* 
Aip  will  fee  I  am  correft  in  what  I  fay.  He  fays  this, — But  I 
will  take  Lord  Cokefirft:  he  fkys,  3d  Inftitute,  p.  11  and  12, 
*  The  contemplation,  purpofe,  and  continuance,  muft  be  found 
to  eicift,  Without  Which  there  can  be  no  comfmffing.  The  in- 
df&ment  muft  charge  that  the  perfon  traitoroufly  compared  and 
imagined  the  death  and  d^ftriiftion  of  the  King,"  He  fays  there 
tfnfft  be  a  coYnpaffirig  or  imagination  of  the  death  of  the  King, 
for  ah  aft  without  compelling  intent  or  imagination,  is  not  an 
overt  aft :  that  is  to  fay,  though  you  were  to  do  an  aft  which 
muft,  in  its  confequence,  lead  even  to  die  death  of  the  King, 
that  would  be  a  very  raft  aft,  and  fubjeft  you  to  puniQiment 
'for  a  misdemeanour ;  but  to  make  a  man  a  traitor  by  the  law 
of  England,  under  tfhofe  canopy  every  man  itadfcs  ereft  and 
tjfroud  when  he  kn&tvs  its  whofelome  laws,  it  muft  be  proved 
Shat  the  inaa  inteiided  the  a&  ibould  have  that  effeft  which  is 
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imputed  j  and  if  there  be  an  authority  in  the  law  of  England,  i 
challenge  any  man  in  England  to  contradict  what  I  hare  faid  ; 
and  you  cannot  convift  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  unlefs  you  are 
convinced  and  believe  in  your  consciences,  that  the  defendant 
did  compafs  the  death  of  the  King,  and  at  what  time  they  mean 
Co  fey  "he  began  to  compafs  this  death,  for  that  point  muft  be  de- 
termined— unlefs  you  can  find  at  the  bottom  of  his  heart  that 
wicked  intention,  and  that  every  thing  that  was  done,  was  done 
in  confequenee  of  that  wickea  intention,  you  cannot  convjft 
kirn.  You  may  find  things  which  you  may  difapprorc  of,  and 
which  I  difapprove  of,  in  his  conduct — you  will  find  abfurd  and 
ra(h  letters — you  will  find  indecent  conduft — all  thefe  fort  of 
things;  and  though  that  may  be  a  leflbn  to  every  man  who  fub- 
jefts  himfelf  to  thefe  obfervations,  yet  I  know  what  I  fay,  when 
a  fayt  that  that  will  not  bring  a  man  to  death  for  comparing 
and  imagining  the  death  of  the  King.  This  is  made  out  to  you 
by  his  conduft  ;  and,  if  it  is  poffible  for  you  to  doubt,  I  am  furc 
I  (hall  {hew  you,  in  a  very  fhort  time,  that  he  had  no  fuch  in- 
tention. 

Gentlemen,  after  the  death  of  Charles  the  Firft,  the  regicides 
came  to  be  tried,  when  the  King  had  a  ftrong  authority ;  and  if 
they  had  been  in  France,  God  help  the  men  !  If  they  had  been 
tried  by  a  Revolutionary  Tribunal,  it  would  have  been  juft 
wafting  fo  much  time  in  bringing  them  to  trial — it  would  hare 
been  the  fame  as  giving  them  no  trial  at  all — they  would  imme- 
diately have  been  hurried  away  to  execution.  But,  in  England, 
that  iacred  liberty  which  adorns  the  conftitution  fteps  in,  and 
requires  that  the  intention  of  the  mind  (hall  be  proved  by  fome 
overt  aft. 

Gentlemen,  in  the  cafe  of  the  regicides,  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  fays,  "  You  fee  thefe  perfons  are  to  be  proceeded  with," 
notwithftanding  the  enormity  of  their  crime,  "  according  to  the 
laws  of  the  land ;  and  I  {hall  fpeak  nothing  to  you  but  what  are 
the  words  of  the  laws."  And  I  {hall  fpeak  to  you,  Gentlemen, 
nothing  but  what  the  words  of  the  law  command  me.  "  By  the 
ftatute  of  25th  £dw.  III.  it  is  made  treafon  to  compafs  or  imagine 
the  death  of  the  King.  It  was  the  ancient  laws  of  the  nation. 
In  no  cafe  elfe  imagination  or  compaffing,  without  an  aftual 
rett'eft  of  it,  was  puniihable  by  our  lawJ,  Nihil  efflcit  conatus  niji 
fequatur  effhffusy  that  was  the  old  rule  of  law.  But,  in  the  cafe 
.of  the  King,  his  life  was  fo  precious,  that  the  intention  was  trea- 
fon by  the  common  law,  and  declared  treafon  by  this  ftatute. 
The  reafon  of  it  is  this :  in  the  cafe  of  the  death  of  the  King, 
ihe  head  of  the  commonwealth,  that's  cut  off;  and  what  a  trunk 
and  inanimate  lump  the  body  is,  when  the  head  is  gone,  you  all 
know.  For  the  life  of  a  fingle  man,  there's  the  life  of  the  of- 
fender— there's  fome  recompenfe,  life  for  life ;  but  for  the  death 
jof  the  King,  what  recompenfe  can  be  made  ?     This  compaffing 
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and  imagining  the  death  of  the  King  is  known  by  fome  crvert 
aft.  Treafon  confifts  in  the  wicked  imagination,  though  not 
treafon  apparent ;  but  when  this  poifon  fwells  out  of  the  heart, 
and  breaks  forth  into  aftion,  in  that  cafe  it  is  high  treafon.  Then 
what  is  an  overt  aft  ?"  I  do  not  think  it  poflible  for  the  human 
understanding  to  have  imagined  a  more  emphatic  way  of  pro- 
nouncing it,  or  language  to  have  been  more  to  the  point.  **  Then 
what  is  an  overt  aft  otan  imagination,  or  compafling  the  KingV 
death  ?  Truly  it  is  any  thing  which  fhews  what  the  imagina- 
tion is.  Words,  in  many  cafes,  are  evidences  of* this  imaging 
rion,  they  are  evidences  of  the  heart." 

One  gets  confounded  by  the  fimplicity  of  the  propofi  tion,  when 
it  is  fo  clearly  put;  but  mil  I  ftand  here  in  a  Situation  to  perform 
a  duty,  which  I  am  determined  at  all  events  to  fulfil,  at  leaft 
in  a  manner  as  well  as  I  can,  and  as  my  underitanding  may 
fuggeft. 

Gentlemen,  I  (hall  not  leave  it,  however,  upon  the  authority 
of  that  cafe,  but  I  will  bring  you  down  to  later  times ;  and  I 
will  repeat  my  challenge,  anal  will  have  it  anfwered,  whether 
it  be  poflible  for  them  to  (hew  me  any  thing  to  contradict  me. 
Lord  Hale,  in  his  explanation  of  overt  afts,  fays,  a  The  words 
compafc  or  imagine  are  of  a  great  latitude,  they  refer  to  the  pur- 
pofe  or  defign  of  the  mind  or  will,  though  the  purpofe  or  defign 
take  not  efreft."  This  is  a  dreadful  ievere  law,  but  a  very 
wholefome  one ;  and  I  hope  in  God  it  will  always  remain  to  be 
the  law.  He  goes  on,  u  Compafling  or  imagining  fingly  of  it- 
felf  is  an  internal  aft,  and  without  fomething  to  manifeft,  k 
could  not  poflibly  tall  under  any  judicial  cognizance,  but  of  God 
alone;  and  therefore  the  flatute  requires  fuch  an  overt  aft  as 
may  render  the  compafling  or  imagining  capable  of  a  trial  and 
fentence  by  human  judicatories.0 

Now,  will  any  man  tell  me,  that  Lard  Hale*  whofe  name  will 
live  to  all  time,  could  write  fo  like  a  driveller?  Will  any  man 
tell  me  that  if  I  get  into  bad  company,  that  I  compafled  the  death 
of  the  King,  that  I  compaflcd  to  do  an  aft  without  intending  it  ? 
Surely  you  will  not  find  any  Judges  or  Counfel  to  tell  me,  that  what 
a  man  intends  is  not  a  matter  of  faft  to  go  to  a  Jury ;  one  would 
give  money  to  a  man  in  the  ftreet,  as  a  curiofity,  who  was  capable 
of  ftating  uich  an  abfurdity  as  that.  It  may  be  faid  a  man  does  not 
go  directly  to  his  point,  he  does  not  take  up  a  knife,  and  fay,  I  will 
kill  the  King :  I  allow  it ;  but  if  he  does  an  aft  unintentionally 
which  leads  inevitably  to  the  death  of  the  King,  it  is  not  that  his 
doing  the  aft  makes  him  a  traitor  in  confequence  of  the  aft ;  but 
it  is  this,  and  for  this  plain  reafon,  that  if  a  man  does  an  aft,  and 
purfues  the  doing  of  it,  which  he  evidently  muft  fee  and  know 
at  the  time  would  lead  to  fuch  an  event,  then  it  is  evidence 
under  the  circumftaruces  of  the  cafe,  to  be  left  to  a  Jury,  that  he 
intended  it.    All  that  I  am  ftiU  aflcing  of  this  argument  is,  and 
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t  will  4efy  any  ifta*  upon  earth  to  contradict  me,  put  upon  tfad 
t ccord  what  you  will,  prove  what  yqu  will,  read  diefe  papers  pver 
and  over  again,  let  us  fit  here  for  a  year ;  I  fey,  you  twelve  Gen- 
tlemen (hall  tell  me,  not  whetiber  you  believe,  net  whether  you 
fufpeft,  not  whether  you  fancy,  but  you  mu#  hav,e  clear  and  faiit 
iia&ory  evidence  j  it  mult  be  pryuably  of  the  guilty  intention  of* 
the  prifoj&er's  mind ;  and  I  .know  wkhqut  tjiat,  you  wquld  not  ex- 
pec!  to  enjoy  any  peace  of  mind  when  yfou  go  home  to  your  fa- 
milies again.  But  you  will  permit  that  unhappy  man  at  the  bar 
$0  go  home — to  his  family,  (hall  I  fay  ?  A  las,  Gentlemen,  he  has 
no  family  to  go  to  !  he  has  loft  the  affectionate  partner  of  his  life, 
owkig  tp  the  miferable  fituation  in  w-tuch  he  npw  ftands J  But, 
Gentlqmen,  I  do  not  aflc  you  to  take  <fhat  ;\nto  ypur  cpr>fi<jeratio$i; 
that,  I  know,  can  make  up  &f£erence  in  a  cafe  that  is  brought 
.before  you,  wboare  fwprn  todexi^e  and  give  -ypur  verc^iS  uppn 
•your  baths. 

Gentlemeri,  in  this  cafe  I  am  /K>t  a&ing  as  Counsel  for  the 
.prJfoner  at  .the  bar  only,  but  I  am  Qounfel  for  inyfelf  ;  }.  am  4ft* 
•fending  pyfclf.;  I  feel  for  rny  pwn  Ufe»  a,nd  the  liyes  of  my  children 
after  me*  The  lives  of  f?\y  .cpuirtrymeo  are  not  fafe :  1  feel  for  the 
.general  condition  of  humanity ;  and  all  the  glory,  a^d  all  die 
fafety  of  humanity  is  .deftroyecj,  if  it  be  poflible  for  you  %o  4oui)t 
or  to  hefitate  .on  this  cafe,  when  I  come  to  ftatc  it  to  you  by 
And  by. 

Gentlemen,  Lord  Hale  then  &ys,  (and  this  is  .very  material, 
in  tpurfuance  of  the  fame  thing,)  he  iayg,  that  «  In  every  in- 
.di&ment  for  treafon,  for  compaJwg  the  death  of  the  King,  tfoeice 
ought  to  be  fot. down  both  the  treafon  itfelf,  and  alfo  the  particular 
overt  act,  certainly  and  fufficiejitiy,  without  which  the  indi&- 
jnentjs  not.gQod;"  and  then  he  fays,  that  the  overt  a&muft  jgo 
on  ftating  that  he  did  it  in  purfuance  of  that  principle,  in  purfuauce 
of  that  direct  and  deteftable  purpofc. 

Gentlemen,  I  now  come  to  grapple  direcljy  with  what  has 
been  faid  on  the  other  fide;  not,  indeed,  to  grapple  with  it,  but 
rather  to  agree  with  what  has  been  faid  by  my  learned  friend  who 
opened  the  caufe,  as  far  as  I  can  fee  what  is  meant.  Lord 
Hale  goes!  on,  and  (ays,  (ajodj.do  befeech  the  attention  .of  the 
Court  to  this,)  "That  wben^enconfpire  the  death,  of  the  .King/* 
that  is  the  firft  thing,  the  intention,  ".and  thereupon,"  in  pursu- 
ance of  that  wicked  intention,  u  do  provide  weapons,  powder, 
hacntfs,  poifon,  or  fend  letters  for  the  .execution. thereof/ '  for  trie 
execution  of  that  deftrudlion  of  the  King  which  they  have  me- 
ditated; "  this  is  an  overt  a#  within  theftatute:  if  men  conipire 
.to  imprifon  the  King  by  force  and  a  ftrong  hand,  till  he  hath 
yielded  .to  certain  demands,  and  for  that  purpefe  gather  company 
v»r  .writ  j:  leuterjs,  this.is  an  overt  act  to  prove  the  compaffing  of  the 
King's  death ;  for  it  is  in  effect  to  defpoilshim  of  rus  jkingly  gc~ 
v  eminent,  and  So  adjudged  hy  .all  the  Judges  in  the  Lord  .Cab- 
ham's 
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ham's  cafe,  aitdlh  tlife  cale  of  the  -Earl-of  E^ftfc;"  and  there"  It 
not  a  man  in  the  ftreet  who1  dotf*  notunderftand^him.' *«  But 
,  theft/'  fays  Hate,  •«- there  muft  be  an'bYert*aft  to  prove  that  con- 
fpiracy to  reftrain  the  King  ;•  and  then*,  thatroveh  aft  to  prove 
-  fiioh  4  defign  is  an  overt  aft  to  prove  the  compafling  the  death  df 
the 'King,— -     .- -  -  -•    •-■   ■. -•  • :v 

•Gentlemen)  the  fentence  labours  in- the  ear,  from  the  tautology 
of.  it,  becaufe  it  laboured  irl  -the'  mind  qf  the  Excellent  rttaii  who 
wtfote  4t,  afraid  that  you  fhould.  jump  too  faft,  afraid  that  ybil 
fhould  jump  too  foontq  your  conclufion  upon  a  fubjeftof  mch 
aweful  ftoment,  when  he  fays^  if  a  man  fhall  confpire  the  death 
of  the  King,  he  pttlls  you- back— 4do  jiot  go  fo  faft— -Come  back 
again-,  hemufrfirft  intend  to  kill  him — recolleft;  there  miift  be 
ajn  overt-  aft  to  prove  tn  the  ftrft  place  the  confpiracy;.  an$  if  in 
pursuit  of -the  intention  ttf  kill  him4,  they  imprifon  the  King,  that  is 
high  treafon,  becaufe  that  would  be  confpiracy,  but  then  th^re 
muft  be  a*tf*>vert  aft  to  -prove  the  confpiracy;  and  then,  he  fays, 
there-  muft  »be  an-  overt  aft  to  prove  the- compafling  his  death, 
Look  furtherbacjfc  (lays  he)  than  the  imprifoning  of  the  King. 
Lord  Hale  is-ftill  afraid,  that  he  lias  gone  too  far;  he  is  ft  ill  afraid 
that  the  readef  might. not  underftand  him ;  and  then  he  goes  on, 
and-I  do  really  wifti  you  would  have  the  goodnefs  to  take*  down 
ae  few  lines ;  u  But  thetithis  confpiracy  to  imprifon  the  King  muft 
bji  intended  of  a  cbtjjpiracy  forcibly  to  detain  or  Imprifon  the 
Klngk'**  Now,  what  is  it  •  forcibly  to  detain'  and  imprifon  tho 
King  ?  It  hardly  requires  explanation.  *  Suppofe  a  number  of  men" 
uteet  together  and  fey  this,  <*  Let  us  feize  upon  the  King."  How 
ftise  upon  him  ?'  feize  upon  him  fpeculatively ;  that,  poflibly,  one. 
hundred  years  hence,  by  the  circulation  of  pamphlets  which  may 
beget*republican  principles,  people  may  be  attached  to  republican 
principles,  which  republican  principles  may  in  the  long  run  take 
eflfeft  in  this  King's  rfcign,  or  the  next.  Is  this  a  confpiracy  to 
imprifon  the  King?  Is  this  a  confpiracv  to  fubvert  the  govern-. 
men*  j  I  defy  any  one  to  (hew  m«  a*  cale  whef  e  any  man  has  been 
found  guilty  of  $hisvcrime  of  Jtugh  treafon,  unlefe  there  had  been 
a  forcible  attack  uplpnthe  King's  perfon,  for  that"  alone,  and  not 
a  eorfftruftive  attacjc  upon  his  government,  can  be  high  treafon; 
and  I  will  .prove  that  by  .authorities.  .  You  muft  levy  war  ac- 
tually; I  do*nQt  Mean  to  fay,  that  .a  "confpiracy  to  levy  viJk  is  not' 
aivovertaft  of  high  treafon,  though  ndt  an  overt  aft  to  prove 
tHV  confpiracy  of.  the'. death  of  the  King.  I  fay,  and  I  c«innot 
help  feying,  that  there  .muft  be  a  direft  confpiracy  agamft  the 
King.  Then  it'  all  comes  round  to  this  propofitiori— W  hether 
theJuVy,  with  all  thefe  circumftances  laid  before  them,  can  fay, 
there  was  a  direft  confpiracy  againft  the  King  ;'  not  by  a  bewil- 
dered; round-about,  fpeculative,  fanciful,  probable  cafe,  but  there 
muft  be  a  4ireft  attack  upon  the  natural  life  of  the  Sovereign ; 
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becaufe,  as  Fofter  fays,  lc  Between  the  prifon  and  the  graves  of 
princes  the  diftance  is  very  (mail ;"  and,  therefore,  k  is  Very  fit  td 
be  left  to  a  Jury  under  thofe  circumftances. 

Then,  Gentlemen,  I  fhall  now  fhew  you,  that  this  has  been 
held  fo  by  all  the  great  Judges  that  ever  lived  in  this  country, 
and  that  this  is  not  peculiar  to  treafon — it  pervades  the  whole 
criminal  law ;  and  that  eminent  Judge,  Mr.  Juftice  Fofter,  lays 
down  that  law  thus,  as  a  general  rule :  u  That  indi&ments 
grounded  on  penal  ftatutes,  efpecially  the  moft  penal,  muft  pur-* 
Sue  the  ftatute  fo  as  to  bring  the  party  precifely  within  it:"  and 
he  fays,  "  Although  a  cafe  is  brought  within  the  reafon  of  a 
penal  ftatute,  and  within  the  mifchief  to  be  prevented,  yet,  if  it 
does  not  come  within  the  unequivocal  letter,  the  benignity  of 
the  law  interpqfes."  And  he  ftates  authorities  which  I  mould 
be  exceeding  glad  were  taken  down,  becaufe  they  are  certainly 
very  ufeful — Gibbon's  cafe,  Howard's  cafe,  ana  John  Bell's 
cafe. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  if  this  furely  be  the  law  as  to  penal  fta- 
tutes, if  you  are  obliged  to  do  this  for  killing  a  hare,  are  you  to 
have  a  more  loofe  conftruftion  in  a  cafet>f  high  treafon  ?  What 
is  the  anfwer  to  that  ?  I  hope  the  Attorney  General  will  be- 
lieve, that  when  I  ftate  that  one  part  of  his  fpeech  is  in  diame-* 
trical  oppoiition  to  the  other,  I  hope  he  will  not  think  I  am  im- 
puting any  thing  to  a  defeft  in  his  underftanding,  or  his  heart; 
but  that,  owing  to  my  authorities  not  having  been  fufficiently 
underftood,  there  is  this  inconfiftency.  The  Attorney  General 
fays,  in  the  beginning  of  his  fpeech,  that  the  evidence  moft  be 
plain  and  convincing — in  the  latter  part  he  feems  to  take  away 
the  effect  of  that.  In  the  early  part  of  it  he  (ays  this>  (and  I 
took  down  his  words  at  the  time,)  "  I  moft  dtftiu&ly  difavow 
every  charge  of  conftru&ive  treafon — I  moft  diftinftly  di&vow 
every  charge  of  accumulative  treafon — I  moft  diftinctty  difa- 
vow all  parity  of  treafon,  all  parity  of  mifchief;  but  the  queftion 
is  upon  the  proof,  whether  it  be  full  and  fatisfo&ory  to  your  rea- 
fons  and  confidences,  that  he  is  guilty  of  the  treafon  of  compar- 
ing and  imagining  the  death  of  the  ICing*" 

Gentlemen,  I  hope  that  that  will  always  be  (aid  in  cafes  of 
this  fort.  Now  lot  us  fee  how  the  reft  of  his  fpeech  falls  in  with 
this.  He  fays,  "  If  fuch  an  act  appears  to  have  been  done,  it 
will  be  an  overt  aft  of  high  treafon."  How  fo  ?  Becaufe  the, 
intention  is  the  thing :  fays  he,  I  charge  the  intention  to  compafc 
the  death  of  the  King.  But  what  good  do  I  get  by  the  ftatutes 
requiring  direct  proof  of  the  comparing  the  death  of  the  King* 
if  you  can  make  fomething  (hort  of  that  do  for  it? 

To  depofe  the  King  in  the  time  of  Richard  IL  was  made 
treafon  of  itfelf,  whether  you  intended  his  death  or  no ;  but  it  is 
not  high  treafon  to  feek  to  depofe  the  King*  or  his  death,  as  in 
cafes  lean  prov£  to  you* 

Gentlemen* 
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Gentlemen,  the  firft  great  cafe  after  the  Revolution  was  the 
aflaffination  plot  againft  King  William ;  and  you  will  fee  how 
every  thing  that  I  have  been  faying  is  fortifiea  by  the  trial  of 
that  great  caufe.  The  firft  cafe  was  that  of  Sir  John  Friend, 
-and  he  was  charged  in  this  manner:  the  firft  overt  ad  was  fend- 
ing Mr.  Charnock  into  France  to  King  Janfes,  to  defire  him  to 
prevail  on  the  French  King  to  fend  forces  over  to  Great  Britain, 
for  the  purpofe  of  levying  war  and  depofing  King  William. 
Tho  next  overt  ad  was  preparing  men  to  be  levied  to  form  a 
corps  to  affift  in  the  reftoration  of  the  Pretender,  and  the  expulfion 
of  King  William,  of  which  Sir  John  Friend  was  to  be  Colonel. 

In  this  cafe,  Gentlemen,  the  proof  was  either  to  be  wholly 
difcredited,  or  it  went  to  a  confpiracy  direftly  to  do  this  aft. 
Here  was  the  very  aft;  it  was  a  direft  aft  to  reftore  the  Pre- 
tender to  the  throne :  not  to  do  another  aft,  the  confequence  of 
which  happening  might  lead  to  a  fecond — the  confequence  of 
vhich  might  lead  to  a  third — the  confequence  of  which 
might  lead  to  a  fourth—- which  fourth  might,  in  the  courfe 
of  the  revolution  of  things,  bring  on  the  death  of  the  King ;' 
but  it  was  direftly  to  fet  the  Pretender  on  the  throne.  My 
opinion  is,  and  I  am  more  difpofed  than  others  to  be  fevere  in 
the  adminiftration  of  uiftice,  that  Sir  John  Friend  could  have  no 
poffible  defence  at  all.  Who  could  try  him  without  feeing  that 
he  intended  toxmt  off  King  William  ?  For  the  evidence  went 
direftly  to  prove  that  he '  fent  Charnock  to  invite  the  French 
King  to  bring  over  the  Pretender,  and  put  him  upon  the  throne  ; 
then  what  would  have  been  the  Confequence  ?  that  King  Wil- 
liam would  have  been  attainted  by  aft  of  parliament,  if  the  Pre-* 
tender  had  been  brought  to  the  tnrone— I  fay,  if  the  Pretender 
had  come  back  again,  and  been  reftored  to  the  throne  as  King  of 
England,  the  confequence  would  have  been,  that  King  William 
would  have  been  confidered  as  a  traitor  and  an  ufurper,  and 
yould  have  been  attainted  and  executed.  What  is  the  argu- 
ment ?  That  here  is  no  difficulty  in  feeing  whether  the  man  in-, 
tended  the  compaffing  of  King  William's  death.  There  is  no 
difficulty  in  faying  whether  he  only  meant  to  do  fomething  from 
whence,  in  a  circuitous  courfe  of  events,  fomething  might  arife. 
Let  us  lee  what  Lord  Holt,  who  tried  that  cafe,  faid,  and  I  do 
maintain,  that  every  thing  I  fay  to  you  is  confirmed  by  the  fpeech 
of  this  great  Judge.  He  fays,  u  Gentlemen  of  the  Jdry,  the 
treafon  that  is  mentioned  in  the  indiftment,  is,  confpiring,  com- 
paffing, and  imagining  the  death  and  deftrti&ion  of  the  King. 
To  prove  the  confpiracy  and  defign  of  the  King's  death  (fee 
how  he  puts  it)  there  are  two  principal  overt  afts  that  are  mainly 
infilled  upon."  He  then  fums  up  the  evidence,  and  addrefles 
himfelf  to  the  Jury,  in  my  opinion,  moft  correftly.  He  lays, 
«  Then  there  is  another  thing  that  he  did  inftft  upon,  and  that 
is  matter  of  law.  The  ftatute  of  the  25th  cf  Edward  III.  was  read, 
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which  is  the  great  ftatute  about  treafons,  and  that  does  contain 
divers  lpeties  of  treafan^and  declares  what  iball  be  ■  treafon. 
One  treafoiijs. thecompaifing  and  imagining, the  death  of  tha. 
Kjngv  another  is  the  levying  of  war*  ,Nqw,  (fays  hey)  here 
U  up  war.a&nally  levied*  and  a  bare  confpiracy  ordefign.^tokvy 
war  does  not  come  within. this  law  againft  trcafon."'    -  '  K 

.Paufe  here  a  little,.  Gentlemen.  .What  is  Sir  John  Friend's 
argument?  He.is  very  intelligible.  Lookathis  Coun&Ps  fpeech. 
Says  he*  u  SuppoJel^idv"  for,  if  the  Jury,  believed  the  evidence 
it  wa&  notorious  that  he  meant  to  bring  over,  the  Pretcndcft, 
<5  Suppofe  J  had  that  intention  to  cot  off  King.  William,  you 
have  not  brought  ,it  home  to  me,  becaufe  you  have  only  -pro?  d*i 
a  confpiracy.  to  levy  war;  and  a  confpiracy  to  Jevy  war1  is  not 
treafon, * except  where:  i  it  Is.  a&ually  levied  within  the •  ftatuteof 
Edward  HL"  To  which  Lord  Chief  Juftice.. Holt  favs,  «*  If 
there  be  only  a  confpiracy  to  levy,  war,  that  is  not  treafon,  ft  is 
Only  a.fubftantivctteafon ;  it  is  not  a  treafon  in  the  abftra£t,  but 
in  the  defign,"  Now,,  what  is  the  meaning'of  »the  defign,  not 
the  probable  confequence^tbe  eventual,  Speculative  conference  i 
*?  But  *i£  .the  defign  or  intention  be  either  to  kill  the  King,  or 
deppfe  him,.  orv.iinprifon  him,  or  put.  any  force  or.perfonaj  re- 
ftraint  upon  him,  and  the  way  of  .effe&ing  thefe  purpofes— -"  a 
maacaanat  effe&  a  pucpofe  which  he.  has  ;  not-propofed  in  his 
mindv  tc;and  the' way  of  efic&inff  thefepurpofes  is  by- levying  of 
war ;  there<  confpiracy  and?  confutation  to  levy^war  for  thatnur- 
pofe  ttihigh-trqaibn,*  although  no.  .war  be.  levied*  fcr.fuGb  con-, 
fultation  and  confpiracy. is  an  overt  a&  to  prove,  the  cotnjfculing 
the  dpathtof  the*  King,,  to  he,  laid  before  the  Jury,  for  .thenitd 
fay  whether  it  is -£>  or  no»"       .,  ••.  •     „..■....  

.  If  Xiord  Chiof  Juftice  Holt  had  meant  to  lay  down  that  fuch  a 
confpiracy  to  levy  war,  without  the  further  intention  tokillnim, 
in. order  to  depofe  the  King,  was  hx  itfelf  high  treafon,- he  would 
have  flopped  here  >  but  that  great  lawyer  went  on- to  .qualify  his. 
propofition,  by  faying,  that  fuch  confpiracy,  was  .an  *>vert  ad, 
proving  the  compaffing ;  that  is,  a  confpiracy  to  depofe  the  King, 
was  evidence*  of  an  intention  to  deftroy  his  life.  ...,.->..  .1   • .  -. 

.  Gentlemen,  there  is  another  part  of  what  Lord  Holt  fays, 
which  muft  have  efcaped  my  learned  friend  when  Jie  fpoke  of 
Lord'  George  Gordon's  trial,  which  I  have  in  my  hand.  Sir 
John  Friend  fays,  u  Suppofe  I  did  mean  to  levy  war,  and  held 
meetings  to  concert  meafures  to  bring  it  about,  yet,  certainly 
that  is  not  treafon ;"  and  then  he  goes  on  to  illuftrate  that  pro- 
pofition*  -  Lord  Holt  then  goes  on  thus:  "  There -may  be  a  war 
levied  without  any  defign  upon  the  King's  peifon,  of  endanger- 
ing of  it,  which,  if  actually  levied,  .is.  high  -treafon ;  but  a  bate 
defigning  to  levying  war,  without  more,  will  not  be  treafon*  As 
for  example:  if  perfons  do  aflemble  themfelves  and  a&  with 
forces  in- oppofition  to  foms  law  which  they  think  inconvenient, 
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and  hope  thereby  to  get  it  repealed,  this  is  levying  war  and  trea- 
fon, though  purpofin*»*nd  defignihg  iH$  nor  fo.  So' when  they 
endeavour,  in-  gfdat*  numbe>s,r  ^nm  force  to  'make  feme  reform 
friatioi*  bf  their  own  heads,"  I  think  this  comes  nearer  to  what 
is  imputed  to  thevptifoner  at  the  bar  than  any  thing  elfe — one 
would  think  it  were*a  prophetic  bird's-eye  view  of  what  we"  are 
about,  "when  men  endeavour,  in  great  numbers,  with  force  to  - 
mate  fome  reformation 'of  their  oww  heads,"  without  purfuing  the 
methods'' of  the  law,**  the  methods  of 'the  taw,  you*  know*  are 
perfectly  clear,  «  that  rs-a  levying  of*  war  and  treafaft  s  butffie 
purpofihg  and  defighingif  is  nit  fo.,,r 

I  am -coming  now  to  Lofd'George  Gordon's  cafe,  where  was 

the  feme  determination.*    If  ITetout  and  determined   (and*! 

fliould  not  be  in  the  haft  afraid  of  *  the  'Solicitor  of  the  Trea- 

ftfry,  or-  anjr  other  perfon  in  the  confutation,)  that  I  would 

levy  war  to  get  a  turnpike  a&  repeated  that  was  extremely  of- 

fenfive  to  me,  and  I  were  to  go  tothe  Houfe  of  Commons  with 

20,000  men,  and  fay  I  wilMiave  it  repeated^  and  do  nothing  elfe^ 

I  defy  them  to' prove  merVuilty  of  Higjh  treafon.     I  Will  meet 

my  friends  upon,  a  fpeciaf verdift,  anfl  hang'  me  if  they  cany 

becaufe  a 'bare  defign  to  levywar  is  not  treafon.     But  if  there 

be  a  purpofe  and  deftgn  to  deftroy  the  King,  and  it  was  in  that 

man,  I- would  not  ftand  hereto1  prOte<#  himj  but  I  know  it  is* 

&He,  and  I  will  proteft  "him,  if  T  were  to  die  the  next  moment. 

J  come  here,  Gentlemen;  riot  to  difpute'authority,  but  to  ftand 
upon  authority. v  It  is'  riot  lf'ydu  pdblifh'  pamphlets,  that  other 
people  may  read  thbfe  pamphlets,  •  in  cohftquence  of  whicjf  fome- 
Aroj  may  happen*  and  theb' (btnething  elfe1;  and  thus' heaping 
confequefcee  iipo»  cwnfeqUence;' Speculation  Upon  fpeculatiorfr 
*nd>  tf  bbtf- o<»fion  \vete  not  too  folefnn  td  be  ludicrous,  I 
fliould  fay,-  that  ^11  this  reminds  me  of 'tfttf  ftory  in  every  chfld's 
gilt  book,  of  -the  -  cow*  that  •  foffed  the  'dog — that  worried  the 
cat*  arid  fo  on,  till  yon  come  to  the  houft'  that  Jack  built !  It 
is  abominable  when  <applte?d  to  treafon.'  I  fay  it  is  abfolutely 
neceflary  to  prove  the  intention  of  the  prifoner  todepofe  the 
King  from  his,throneV  wfci6h  depofitibiil  is  to  be  deffghed  and 
effeded  by  war  which  is  to  be  le*te&  Shall  it  be  faid,  that  a 
confuhstfion  to  bring  that  to  pafe  is  high  treafon  I  No !  that 
no  man  fhall  'ever  read  me  ©ut  «tf  a  book :  no,  the  intentions  of 
the  heart'  can  %be  known  to' God  albife  with  certainty,  and  a 
Jutyanly  can  know  with  a' reafonable- probability.  Lord  Chief 
Juftice  Halt-  faysv  .*  Such  a  con^iracy-  is  ah  overt  atft  to  prove 
the  companing  the  death  of  the  King/'  It  is  evidence  relevant 
to  prove  ft,  for  the  determination  of  the  Jury.  ' 

-  Gcntlemeny  we  ought  hereto  fee  a  Kttle  how  that  was  in 
tjjc  cafe  of -Lord  George  Gordon ;  and  Mr.  Attorney  General 
j*fcended  indeed  to  a  veiy;low  and  huihble  authority,  Vhen 
«  ftated,  from  ;my  speech  for- that 'unfortunate  man,  my  own 

' .  •  ••  v*  '      -^    •    :  -11  ■     -    ■•  '♦  propofitioh. 


propofition*  I  was  Counfel  then,  as  I  am  now,  for  the  prifoner 
at  the  bar,  who  was  not  indicted  for  comparing  the  death  of 
the  King,  and  could  not  be  fo.  I  remember,  Lord  Mansfield 
(and  in  which  the  very  learned  Judge,  to  whofe  learning  I  bow 
as  much,  and  for  whofe  learning  I  have  as  much  refped  as  any 
man  can  have,  concurred \  I  mean  Mr.  Juftice  Buller,  who  is 
now  on  the  bench,  and  who  fat  with  Lord  Mansfield  at  that 
time,  and  I  appeal  to  him  if  I  am  not  correct,)  faid,  that  there 
was  not  a  conception  in  any  one's  mind,  that  Lord  George 
Gordon  compafled  the  death  of.  the  King.  This  is  the  fentence 
of  mine  alluded  to  by  the  Attorney  General :  a  To  compafe  or 
imagine  the  death  of  the  King,  fuch  imagination  or  purpofe  of 
the  mind,  vifible  only  to  its  great  Author,  being  manifefted  by 
fane  overt  ad,  is  treafon  >  fuch  an  institution  is  obvioufly  di- 
rected not  only  to  the  fecurity  of  the  King's  natural  peribn,  but 
to  the  (lability  of  the  government ;  the  life  of  the  Prince  being 
fo  interwoven  with  the  conftitution  of  the  ftate,  that  an  attempt 
to  dcftroy  the  one  is  juftly  held  to  be  a  rebellious  confpiracy 
againft  the  Other."  But  I  know  the  Attorney  General's  logic  is 
too  accurate  for  him  to  think  it  neceflarily  follows,  that  the  con- 
verge of  that  proportion  wilt  hold  good,  that  if  the  King  was 
eighty  years  of  age,  and  bed-ridden,  and  had  given  up  a  (hare  of 
the  government  to  his  fon,  yet  to  imagine  the  death  of  that  dis- 
abled King,  though  it  could  not  poffibly  hurt  the  ftate,  it  would  be 
a  compafling  of  his  death :  but  does  it  follow,  that  if  I  make  a  fort 
of  convulfion  in  the  (late,  that  I  intend  to  attack  the  King's  life  ?  , 

Gentlemen,  it  is  aftonilhing,  and  I  cannot  comprehend,  how 
&>  much  confufion  could  get  into  any  one's  head.  How  is  it 
polEble  a  man's  intention  can  be  matter  of  law  f  And  if  they 
fey  you  muft  find  this  man  guilty  of  comparing  the  death  of  the 
King,  when  he  never  had  an  idea  of  it,  I  aflc  how  it  can  be 
done.  It  is  a  feft  to  be  determined  by  the  Jury — it  is  the  in- 
ference of  their  reafon  from  the  facts  of  the  cafe,  and  not  the 
inference  of  the  law. 

Gentlemen,  Mr.  Attorney  General  ftated  a  cafe,  fuppofe  they 
had  gone  fo  far  as  to  have  depofed  King  William  and  fent  him 
back  to  Holland,  to  refume  his  (ration  as  Stadtholder  j  I  fay,  if 
the  prifoner  could  convince  the  Jury  that  it  was  their  firm  deter- 
mination never  to  go  any  further  than  that,  and  the  Jury  nega- 
tived the  confpiring  the  death — if  they  could  fhew  that  they 
did  not  mean  to  kill  him,  that  would  not  be  treafon  *,  but  where 
would  you  find  a  Jury  to  believe  that  ?  All  that  the  Crown  would 
prove,  would  be  the  act  of  depofmg  King  William,  and  thehthc 
proof  of  the  intention  to  keep  him  elfewhere  muft  come  from  the 
prifoner;  but  what  muft  that  proof  be  ?  Not  of  an  act.  which  may 
lead  to  a  fecond  ad,  which  fecond  act  may  lead  to  a  third,  and 
which  third  a&  may  lead  to  a  fourth,  which  does  not  refpefr 
King  William  at  alL    But  I,  (landing  here,  do  mean  to  fay,  and 

give 
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give  it  as  my  opinion,  that  there  cannot  be  the  cafe  found  through;-? 
out  the  whole  Jaw  of  England,  where  a  man  has  been  convltted 
of  compafling  the  King's  death,  unlefs  when  the  confpiracy  has 
been  to  do  the  ad;  not  brought  in  this  round-about  way,  fpecu- 
latively  to  afFe&  the  King,  but  it  muft  be  direftly  either  to  im- 
prifon  the  King  for  a  length  of  time,  or  lay  ftrong  hold  of  him, 
till  he  yields  to  the  demand. 

Gentlemen,  I  will  fay,  that  there  never  was  fuch  a  caufe  as  this. 
Did  any  body  ever  hear  of  fuch  a  trial,  which  has  already  laftecf ' 
five  days  ?  Suppofe  I  had  faid,  you  {hall  not  ftir ;  but  I  know 
you  to  be  men  of  honour.  I  know  you  will  not  convicl  the  pri- 
foner  at  the  bar.  Gentlemen,  I  have  read  the  Reports  of  the 
Secret  Committee  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  I  thought  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  ought  to  be  a  controul  for  the  people. 
What  is  all  about  the  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee  to  me  ? 
Here  you  have  fuch  a  page,  and  fuch  a  page,  Appendix  A,  Appen- 
dix B,  Appendix  C ;  and,  as  to  the  evidence  that  has  been  offered, 
I  do  not  know  where  I  am,  when  I  examine  it  in  a  court  of 
juftice.  One  man  ftands  up  in  the  box  and  tells  you,  he  heard 
another  man  fay  fbmething,  but  took  no  notes  of  it,  though  he 
was  employed  as  a  fpy  for  that  purpofe.  Another  took  forrie 
notes,  but  did  not  hear  all  that  was  faid;  and  nothing  of  all  this 
in  the  prifoner's  hearing.  I  was  prefent,  as  the  man  faid  about 
Watt  A.  B.  C.  and  D.  were  prefent,  A,  faid  he  would  get 
arms,  and  then  they  were  to  go  direftly  to  St.  James's,  and  take 
the  King,  on  fuch  a  day,  that  is  an  overt  aft  of  treafon  I  admit 
to  go  to  die  Jury;  but  was  there  ever  an  attempt  to  do  it  ?  My 
learned  friend  exprefsly  difavowed  any  cafe  of  like  treafons;  but 
what  do  you  call  like  treafons*  if  this  is  not  one?  Gentlemen,  I 
am  Aire  I  hope  it  will  be  found  that  I  lhall  fay  nothing  offenfive** 
but  if  I  were  to  afk,  tell  me  when  he  began  to  have  that  defign  ; 
fuppofing  you  was  to  aik  Mr.  Attorney  General  when  he  meant 
to  fallen  this  particular  defign  upon  the  prifoner,  for  you  are  not 
firft  to  do  a  thing  and  then  the  intention  pop  in  after  it ;  but  you 
muft  have  the  intention  firft.  The  indiftment  charges  that  the 
a£t  is  fulfilled  in  confequeiice  of  the  intention ;  then  when  did  the 
intention  begin  ? 

Now  comes  my  Lord  George  Gordon's  cafe,  and  I  am  fure  I  am 
always  glad  to  hear  and  to  pay  attention  to  anything  that  fell  from  - 
that  moil  venerable  and  refpe£table  magiftrate,  whofe  memory  I 
lhall  always  honour  and  refpe&,  not  only  recolle&ing  the  great 
fervjees  he  rendered  in  his  life,  but  on  account  of  the  advantages 
that  pofterity  will  derive  -from  his  extenfive  knowledge  of  the 
laws  and  conftitution  of  the  country — I  mean  the  great  and  ve- 
nerable Earl  Mansfield,  when  he  tried  my  Lord  George  Gordon. 
He  never  had  an  idea  that  the  natural  perfon  and  the  majefty  of 
the  King  were  the  fame  thing.  He  knew,  for  he  knew  all  that 
was  to  be  known,  that,  they  were  protected  by  diftinil  branches  of 

the 


the  ftatut£i  that  the  King's  nvyefty  was  profc&ed  bjr  the.clauie 
in  the  ftatute  receding  levying  wa/>  and  the  natural  perfon,  the 
natural  life  of  the  K^Pgt  )?y^hi  firft  branch*  that  of  compaffing 
his  death.     I  will  read his.  word? :  u.  The  .prifoner  at:  the  bar  is 
indided  for  that  (pedes  o£  high,treaft>n  which  is  called  levying 
war  againft  the  King,  and  therefore  itSs  neceiTary  you  fiiojild  firft 
be  informed  what  is  in  law  a  levying  war  againft.the>King,  £>  as 
to  constitute,  the  crime  of  high  treafoo,  within  the  ftatute  of 
E4war<}  HL  and  perhaps,,  according: to  the  legal  fignificatton  of 
ihe  term  before  that  ftatute.  .  Theie  are  two  kinds  of  levying 
war-— one  againft  the  perfon,  of  the  JCiog, joimprifon,  to  dethrone, 
or  to, kill  him,  or  to  make  him  change  meafures,  or  remove  coun- 
sellors^'    Suppofe  (.were  to  aft  A  lawyer  what. is  a  confpiracy 
to  kill  the  King?  \Vhaj  js  the  proofio^  it  ?  .The  intention  of  the 
mingi,  to  be  fure,  tlie  anfwer  would  b$>  becaufe  yoxt  intended  it. 
LorcT  Mansfield  gpes  onvand  diftingutthes Jiis  majefty  frogs  his 
perfpn,,  which  I  confide. r, as  diftind^  *?  light  from  darkneis:  he 
fays9iu  Xne  other,  whiph  is.  (aid  to  be  Leyied.  againft  the  nxajefty 
of  the  King,  or,  in  other,  words,  againft  him  in  hisxegaijeapa- 
city,  as  when  a  multitude  rife  and  aflemljJe*  to  obtain  by  force 
and  violenpe  any  qbjfi<9;  pf  a  general .  public  nature,  that  isJe- 
vy^qg  war  againft  fhe.iffiijefty  of  the; King;  andmoft  reasonably 
fo  held*  becaufe  it  tends  to  diffolve  all.  the  ..bonds  of.  fociety, 
todeftroy  property*  jto/pyertuni  government,  and^hy.  force  of 
arms,  to  retrain. s*thje,.K.ipg  from  reigning  according  to^law." 
But  then  the  war  muft  be  .levied;  (and  I  appeal  tp.  the,  recollec- 
tion of  the  Courts  becaufe  JVfr.Juflice  Bu}ler.fat  in  the  Court,) 
and. Lord  MansfJcW  then  appeals  to  Sir  John  £riend!s  cafe,  and 
let  this  be  taken,  down...  ShQw  me  .the  man,  let;  his  rank  -be  what 
it  may,  that  can  remove  me  from,  the  foundation  on  which  I 
ftand.     He/e,thece  was.  a  confpiracy  to  Jevy  war;  but  that  is  a 
conspiracy  of , which  -  niy.  clients  .are  not;guilty,  fbjlwiilfhew 
that  they  b?$  no  fucb  intention*-- rBut  Lord  Mansfield  fays, 
u  Inujrre&ions  by  force  and  violence  to  raife.the  price  of  wages, 
to .  open ,  all  prifons#  to .  deftcoy .nxeeting-houfos^  nay, .  to  deftrov 
all  brothels,  to  refill:  the  execution  of  militia  laws, .  to  throw 
down  all  incjofur.es,  tQ  alter  the  eftahliflieiliaws,  or  change  re- 
ligion, to  redrefs  grievances  real  or,  pretended*  haye  all  been  held 
levying  of  war.     JVJlany  other  .inftaoces  might  be  put.    Lord 
Chief  Juftice  Hojt^in  Sir  John  friend'*?  cafe,,  fays,  *  If  perfons 
do  afleinble  themfelyss,  anda&.with.foECe  in  oppoiition  to  fame 
law  which  they  think,  inconvenient,  and  hope  thereby  to  get  it 
repealed,  this  is  a  levying  w#r  and  treafon;  but,  which  caufes 
cannot  be  .laid  as  overt  afts  of  compafiing  the  death  of  the 
King."  ..-./....  ...... 

My  Lord  George  Gordon  afferabled  a>  multitude  round  the 
Houib  of  Commons;  we  all  remQinber  the  time,  and  I.  hope  we 
fhali  never  fee  iuch  a  time  again.     And  I  am  lure  you  cannot, 

from 
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from  what  has  patted,  think  any  thing  of  that  fort  exifted  in  this 
cafe,  when  they  would  not  fuffer  a  man  fo  come  among  them  be* 
caufe  he  had  been  attorney  for  Lorid'Geofge  Gordon.  -At  that 
time  there  was  a  great  deal  of  danger  and  di  (order.  The  Houfes 
of  -Lords  and  Commons  were  fhut  up :  we  all  remember  it :  but 
it  was  never  put  as  a  confpiracy— -it  was  never  ih  the  world  put 
as  an  overt  aft  of  cotnpaffing  me  'King's  -death.  -And  my  Lord 
Mansfield  fummed  up  to  the  Jury  thus :  u  I  have  the  authority  of 
the  whole  Court  Tor  this,  as  law:  I  tell  you  the  joint  opinion  of 
of  us  all.  The  Brit  queftion  then  (feys  he)  is,  Whether  that 
.  multitude  which  aiTembled,  and  which  alfo  with  violence. pulled 
<lown  houfes,  and  committed  other  outrages,  whether  they  did 
•thefe  afts  of  violence  in  order  to  compel  the  HoUfe  of 'Commons 
to  repeal  this  law.  And  it  is  no  matter  what  the  aft  is  which 
they  wtfh  to  have  repealed,  if  they  did  it  with  that  intent;  it  is 
equally  an  attack  upon  the  legittature  of  the  country,  whatever 
the  nature  of  the  law  may  be  which  they  wlfli  to  have  rc- 
.dreffed." 

Lord  Mansfield  lays  the  firft  queftion  is,  (C  Whether  you  be- 
lieve 4he  multitude  did  aflenible  and  commit  afts  of  violence 
with  intent  to  terrify  and  compel  the  legiflature  to  repeal  the  aft 
called  -Sir  George  oaville's.    If  upon  this  poirit  your  opinion 
Jhouid  be  in  the  negative,  that  makes  an  end  of  the  whole,  and 
the  prifoner  ought  to  be  acquitted. **    And  then  the  fecond,  point 
comes.;  4nd  your  Lordfliips  have  moft  ftudioufly  taken  this  di£» 
.  tinftion.     Vou  have  told  us,  that  we  muft  not  confound  the  evi- 
dence.    Your  Lord/hips  have  kindly  and  humanely  told  us,  in 
t  the  cootie  of  this  caufe,  that  there  are  two  ftages  in  It. 

The  fecond  point  is— -a  If  you  ido  believe  the  multitude  did 

this,  then,  Whether  the. prifoner  at  the  bar  brought  them  there 

with  that  intent  (Cays  my  Lord  Mansfield)  ?  Whether  you  really  do 

-believe  that  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  incited,  encouraged,  promoted, 

nor  aififted  in  raihqg diisinfurrcftion,  and  the  terror  tbey  carried 

With  thefla,  with  the  intent  of  forcing  a  repeal  of  ihis  'law."    He 

■did  not  fay,  if  you  believe  Lord  George  Gordon  brbught  them 

-there  rafluy  and  fooliflily,  that  in  confequence  of  bringing  a  hun- 

^dreil  thousand  people  together,  mifchievous  people  would  meet  with 

thej^  and  poffiblymif chief  might  enfue :  No !  he  was  not  tried  for 

Ta&ne4s--<-he  was  not  tried  for  folly,  nor  was  he  tried  for  a  mif-» 

,  demeanour.     I  did  not  defend  him  from  either.     I  allowed  that 

^his  copduft  was  highly  reprchenfible.     I  admitted  that  it  was 

wroijg^^that  it  was  ftrangc,   that*  a  perfon  of  his  aigh  rank 

d[hould  do  it    It  was  not  the  character  of  a  good  fiibjeft.    He 

ibroifght  the  people  together  about  the  Hoiife  of  Commons,  iij 

.  hope  of  setting  a  repeal  of  an  obnoxious  law,  thinking  it  might 

be   attended    with   dancer  if   thev    did  not,    and  he  thereb/ 

thought  to  get  it  ^pealed  J  but  tnis  is  not  a  levying  of  war. 

We  are  digged  with  con'ipifing  to  do  what  Lorid  'George*  Gor- 
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don  did,  if  he  was  guilty.  We  are  charged  with  endeavouring 
to  colled  a  multitude  by  force  for  that  purpofe.  It  is  proved  we 
never  had  any  fuch  idea.  But  fuppofing  we  had,  why  did  not 
you  wait  to  fee  whether  that  was  our  intention  or  not  ?  Yon 
knew  all  that  has  been  going  on  for  two  years,  and  never  at- 
tempted to  check  it — never  told  us  that  you  thought  we  were 
Suilty,  and  faid,  "  Now  we  have  got  you,  we  will  let  the  hatch 
own  upon  you."  It  was  proved  that  Lynam,  your  fpy,  let  the 
magiftrates  rknow  the  whole  of  it  two  years  ago,  and  has  con- 
tinued fo  to  dp :  and  I  will  prove  that  every  body  knew  it. 

Then,  Gentlemen,  it  is  a  confpiracy  only  to  levv  war.  And 
even  fuppofe  my  clients  have  done  every  thing  which  the  Crown 
contends  they  have  done,  but  which  I  contend  thev  have  not 
done,  and  if  they  had  dont'ii  I  would  walh  my  hands  of  them, 
yet  that  would  not  amountto  high  treafon.  To  be  fure,  I  muii 
oe  extremely  anxious  of  the  opinion  of  twelve  men  of  your  ho- 
nour and  discretion,  who  are  diligent  in  attending  to  the  evidence, 
and  who  will  be  guided  only  by  the  evidence.  If  I  could  con- 
fider  that  the  prifoner  was  guilty,  I  muft  Undoubtedly  ftand  up  to 
do  my  duty  ;  but  I  fhould  do  it  in  another  kind  of  temper.  My 
anxiety  depends  on  this — that  I  am  convinced  iri  my  own  mind 
that  I  am  defending  the  life  of  an  innocent  "man,  It  is  a  great 
weight  upon  my.  fpirits,  and  I  am  happy  the  time  is  come  when 
I  am  to  be  difcharged  from  the  load  that  has  been  prefling  upon 
me  for  fome  time,  and  almoft  weighed  me*  down.  But,  Gen- 
tlemen, however  you  may  thmk  they  have  done  what  is  con- 
tended, yet  unlefs  they  did  it,  in  your  opinion,  with  the  inten- 
tion imputed — namely,  that  of  comJ>affing  the  King's  death, 
they  are  not  guilty  of  this  treafon. 

Gentlemen,  I  intended  to  have  fupported  what  I  have  (aid 
to  you  with  a  great  deal  of  matter,  which  I  have  laborioufly  been 
extracting  from  different  books  of  the  law;  but  I  choofe  to  flop 
here  and  leave  you  to  the  faffs^  becaufe  I  may  wafte  my  ftrength 
fo  .much  in  this  preliminary  part  of  the  cafe,  that!  -may  iiot  be 
able  to  go  through  the  reft. 

Gentlemen,  my  clients  are  charged  with  this  confpiracy  to 
fubvert  the  rule,  order,  and  government  of  this  country ;  and, 
Gentlemen  of  the  Jury,  you  will  do  me  the  greateft  favour  "if 
you  will  advert  to  this,  that  the  charge  made  upon  my  clients  is 
not  for  affembling  the  Scotch  Convention,  nor  for  confpiring  to 
aflcmble-the  Scotch  Convention ;  but  the  overt  act  is  for  con- 
fpiring to  hold  a  Convention,  which  in  fa&  never  was  held ;  and 
all  the  extraordinary  evidence  which  you  have  heard,  and  with 
the  admiflibiUty  of  which  I  have  not  been  finding  fault;  (for  I 
bow  with  the  greateft  reverence  to  the  Court,  which  I  have 
every  reafon  in  the  world  to  do;)  I  fay,  the  Court  have  been 
obliged  to  admit  the  evidence  as  evidence  to  be  left  to  you; 
although  the  Judges  have  not  f<?en  any  thing  at  all  as  evidence 
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to  pfove  the  intention  with  which  they  meant  to  call  this  Con* 
vention. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  with  regard  to  the  reform  of  Parliament, 
whether  it  be  a  wife  or  an  unwife  meafure— whether  after  it  was 
attempted  to  be  accomplifhed,  it  would  ultimately  be  attended 
with  good  fruits  or   bad  ones — whether  it  would  be  attended 
with  any  benefit  to  the  country — or  whether  it  would  lead  to  re- 
move tne  grievances  which  have  been  fo  often  Complained  of, 
is  whatl  by  no  means  undertake  to  (hew. 
i    Gentlemen,  whether  the  reform  in  Parliament  be  or  be  not  a 
wife  meafure*,  or  whether,  if  thelegiflature  were  difpofed  volunta- 
rily to  grant  it,  it  would  ultimately  turn  out  to  be  beneficial  to  the 
country,  I  will  not  take  upon  me  to  prove }  for  this  plain  reafon, 
becaufe  it  is  wholly  foreign  to  the  c6nfideration  of  the  fubjecl: 
before  us  .  but  it  is  enough  when  we  are  trying  the  bona  fide  in- 
tentions of  "the  men — thd  confidences  of  the  men  before  us;  it  is 
enough  that  we  examine,  whether  all  this  that  has  been  faid  about 
the  defects  in  the  representation  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  be  of 
not  a  mere  ftalking-horfe  for  treafon  and  rebellion*— whether 
they  were  a  fet  of  difcontented  men  who  had  taken  Up  notions 
that  had  never  occurred  to  others — and  whether  all  that  they  have 
done  and  written  muft  be  fuppofed  driving  to  fome  evil  purpofe. 

Gentlernen,  I  Confefe  for  one,  becaufe  I  think  the  beft  way 
of  defending  a  perfon  is  to  defend  ingenubufly,  I  confefs  for  one, 
that  if  the  defects  in  the  conftitution  of  Parliament  had  never 
occurred  to  other  perfons  than  themfelves  at  other  times,  who 
were  more  capable  of  reafoning  upon  thefe  great  principles  of 
government,  men  of  higher  principles  than  themfelves,  I  fhould 
be  very  apt  to  fuppofe  that  their  defigns  were  riot  good ;  be- 
caufe I  fliould  fay  in  fuch  a  cafe,  why  fliould  it  occur  to  the 
prifoner  at  the  oar,  and  fome  others,  to .  find  fault  with  a 
conftitution  which  had  endured  for  ages,  and  which  had  never 
had  any  reproach  upon  it  ? .  Happily,  that  is  not  the  cafe ;  fome 
of  the  greateft  names  this  country  ever  had  in  it  have  been  of  a 
contrary  opinion.  And,  Gentlemen,  though  I  may  talk  a  little 
loofely  acrofs  the  table  in  another  place  when  I  ipeak  of  Mr* 
Pitt,  and  when  Tfpeak  of  the,  Duke  of  Richmond,  I  am  come 
here  to  fpeak  of  jio  man  with  difrefpecl.  And,  above  all,  when 
I  am  calling  fyr  a  charitable  intention  to  my  client,  I  muft  take 
abundant  cafe  how  I  judge  of  the  intention  of  others ;  for  I  fay^ 
that  the  intention  muft  be  fully  and  clearly  proved,  before  you 
can  faften  on  any  man  an  evil  intention*  It  Is  fufficient  for  me 
that  the  late  Lord  Chatham  built  the  fame  and  the  glory  of  his 
life  upon  the  caufe  in  which  my  clients  are  engaged,  and  left  it 
as  an  inheritance  to  his  fon,  the  prefent  Minifter,  to  raife  his 
fame  and  glory  upon  it ;  and  his  fame  and  glory  were  raifed  upon 
it  accordingly.  And  if  the  evidence  had  been  carried  fo  far  as 
ft  might  have  been,  it  would  have  been  found  that  the  conftitu- 
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tk>n  of  one  of  the  focieties,  (which  L cannot  read  to  you  at  iffy 
moment*,  bccaufe,  by.  accident,  I  have  left  my  labours  of  this 
doming,  pafting  in  papery  and  fo  on,  at  home,)  it  would  bare 
Seen  found,  thai  thfr  Conftltutibnal  Society,  whofe  birth  and 
origin  has  not  been  laid  before  you,  owed  it  to  the  labours  of  the 
prefenti  Nftniiter  an<Ltfie  Duke  of  Richmond,  whofe  plan  was 
4at  which  t  fliajtl  nead  to  you,  and.  that  which  has  been,  proved 
in  the  caufe,  though  1  have,  no  opportunity  of  reading  it  at  thb 
moment,  not  do  I  believe. there  is. another  copy,  of  it  in  Court. 

Gentlemen,  the  Duke  of'  Richmond's  plan  was  Uhiverfif 
SuiTrage  and  Annual  Parliaments ;  and*  although  t  think  with 
a  man.  with  whom  I  have  ever  thought,,  and  with,  whom:  I 
hope  t  always  flhall  think,,  upon  queffibns.  of  politics—!  mean 
with  thejlluftrious  and  honourable  gentleman  whofe  lfetter  was 
read  to  you,  Mr,  Charles  James  Fox ;  although  I  think,  with 
him*  that  Annual. Parliaments  and  Uhiverfal  Suffrage  might  lead 
to.  very  great  inconvenience,  yet  that  is  not  the  queftion  you  ace 
to  try,  I  know  that  there  is  a  very  particular  friend  of  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  hfc  Court,  and  what  I  am  about  to  fey  is  lyidup 
my  own  knowledge,  that  the  Duke  of  Richmond  is  not  only  a  man?, 
of  very,  high  illuftrious  rank  and  education,  and  therefore  not 
very  likely  to  take  up  a  plan  which*  was  to  lead  to  his  own  de- 
traction, but  I  will  venture  to  fay,  he  is  a  man  of  a  great  deal 
©f  feyife,  of.  extenfive.  reading,  and  deep  reflection.  T  had  the 
honour,  of  knowing  the  Noble  Duke  when  t  was  Counfel  for  a 
near  relation  of  his—- Lord  Keppel,  on  his  trial.  I  know  His 
book  is  not  the  effufion  of  folly-,  his  plan,  therefore,  muft  not 
be  cpnfidered  as  the  offspring  of  folly,  but  of  information  and 
reflection. .  tic  was  of  opinion,  that  it  was  neceflary  for  tjie  pre- 
servation of  the  conftitution  of  this  country  that  the  defects  in 
the.  representation  fhould  be  amended  *  and,  he  was  alfo  of  opi- 
nion, that  if  they  were  not,  this  country  would  be  rumed  ahd 
undone:  and  I  go  along  with  the  noble  Jjbke,  I  have  often fifld 
fa ;  and  I  care  not  how  many  of  fUch  miferable  (pies  as  have  been 
brought. forward  to  give  evidence  on  this  trial  are  prefent  to  takfr 
4bwn  my  words.  I  fay,,  with.  the.  Duke  of  Richmond;  that  if 
government  imprudently  refill  every  temperate  application  fcfr 
thofe  reforms  from  time  to  time,  and  from  age  to  age,  they- muft 
expect  that  bad  confequences  will  enfue  j  but  then  are  we  to  6y 
that  thefe  men,  who  are  temperate  in  their  applications,  mean 
themfclves  to  he  fo  wicked  as  to  bring  about  a  revolution  by 
%ce  of  arms  ?' 

Gentlemen,  in  2784  the  Duke  of  Richmond  published* his 
plan,  in  a  letter  which  was  written  to  Colonel  Sharman,  who 
was  at  that  time;  employed  upon  the  fame  fubjedt  in  Ireland ;  and 
this  is  the  mod  material  part  of  the  cafe,  becaufe  you  are  defired 
(o  believe,  and  1  wonder  how  any  body  could  think  of  afkingyou 
t9  believe  it,  that  the  word  convention  and  the  word  delegate, 
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and  the  holding  of*canrveijtibas  and  appointing  delegates,  weffcalf 
collected  from  what  has  recently  happened  in  France,  Gentle-* 
rftfcn,  they  do  not  believe  itthemfelves ;  beeaafe  I  will'  ftew  yot* 
niofr  certainly,  that  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  was  their 
pkm  which  they  had  m  agitation,  and  was  intended  to  be  carried 
into  execution  by  the  verjr  (ante  means  that  were  attempted  to 
carry  it  in  execution  in  the4  year*  178b*  when  a  Convention  of 
Delegates  was  called  in  Ireland  upon  the  very  fame  model  as  that 
which  fet  ia  Edinburgh.  And  although  there  might  be  indif- " 
creet  and  imprudent  fpeechesy  and  though  there  might  be  many- 
things  cf  which  individuals  may  disapprove,  and  which  I  mvfejf 
may  difapprove,  vet  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  intention  of  the- 
me* who  held  that  Convention  was  to  obtain,  not  by  farce  of 
arms,  that  which  I  wiH  fhew  you  (not  from  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond, but  from  muck  higher  authority,)  is  the  unalienable  right  ^ 
of  lite  people  of  this  country. 

Gentlemen,  I  beg  here  to  turn  about  to  the  Judge  when  I  fay 
this.  When  I  fpeak  of  the- unalienable  right  of  the  people,  I  am. 
not  speaking  of  it  as  a  right  to  be  taken  notice  of  in  a  court  of 
jiifticc  in  opposition  to  pofitive  law*  by  which  courts  of  juftic* 
can  albne  be  guided,  becaufe  no  flate  can  ever  lay  down  any  par- 
tttalaj  oiIe$  by  which  its*  onder  may  be  changed  in  any  particular' 
time  ^  thefe  are  left  fbr  the  cottfideratton  of  the  people*:  and  if 
you  choofe  to  take  out  of  Court  with  you  the  books  that  1  wiH  put 
in  your  hands,  and  compare  them  with  thefe-  do&rines,  you  will 
find  that  they,  have  been  held  by  the  greateft  authorities  of  the  • 
law,  that- they  have  been  held  by  themoft  reverend  authorities* 
tbatr  (can  beftated  in  a  court  of  juftipe;  nay^  you  wilt  find  more, 
that*  upon  tfoofe  rights  alone  it  19  that  the  King  fits  upon  his 
thtohc ;  and  I  have  ftated  it  in  Parliament,  when  1  held  a  high 
office,  under- the  Heir  Apparent  to  die  Crown,  when  I  have  been 
combating  the  do&rmes  of  Mr.  Burke,  whofe  name  I  feall  often 
kav^octaibn  to  mention  m  the  eourfe  of  what  I  h3ve  to  fey  to- 
ydu,  but  to  whom  I  do  not  in  the  fmalleft  degree  impute  hlame> 
f  heir  it  to  be  underftood,  that  I  mould  be-afliamedof  it,  and  par- 
ticularly at*  this  moment,  when  he  is  lamenting  a  domeftic  mi£- 
fcrtunc,  which  I,  as  well  as  every  man,  muft  deplore-;  and  I  be-. 
li^ve  oq  man  more  honours-  his  genius,  who  knows  the  fiiblimic? 
•f  h&tmderifcujdihg  and  talents :  he  poflfeflfes  a  mind  enriched  with 
Ac  greateitr  variety  of  knowledge,  thefineft  imagination*  the  moft 
powerful  and fefcmating  eloquence,  and  the  moft  extenftve  acquaint- 
ance-witb  thehHfarjraf  the conftitution  of  the  country.  I  allude 
not  to  his  change  or  political'  opinion,  that  change  I  think  is  to  be 
liberally  interpreted;  but  he  is  not  upon  trial  for  his  intentions ; 
and  if  men  femetimes  feem  to- aft  againft  theackaowledgcdprin- 
cigles  of  their  liVes,  illiberal  conftrudions  ought  not  to  be  raihly 
formed'  againft  thenar  perhaps  lie  has  feme  reafon  for  that  change* 
Dv  not  let  me  be  r»Jh>  let  me  forbear  froua-  rUiberiJ^obfervatltoBS ; 
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perhaps  this  man  has  reafon  to  change  his  opinion;  I  leave  it  td 
God  to  judge  intentions ;  I  want  to  make  uncharitable  conclu-' 
fions  of  no  man*  I  wifli  you  to  judge  like  Chriftians  upon  this 
bufinefs;  that  men  fhoula  harmonize,  that  they  fhould  judge 
charitably  and  humanely  of  each  other's  aAions  and  conduct.  I 
wi/h  to  unite  all  England  in  the  bonds  of  love  and  affection; 
and  that  when  .this  Court  breaks  up,  inftead  of  men's  trying  how 
we  fhall. do  this  or  the  other,  we  may  all  try  to  fave  our  country; 
inftead  of  fetting  <?ne  part  of  itagainft  the  other  by  armed  aflo- 
ciations  on  one  hand,  and  the  terror  of  courts  of  juttice  on  the 
other :  that  we  may  all  unite  our  force  and  courage  (and  even 
'  when  we  ane  all  connected  together,  we  mail  have  a  hard  tug  to 
.pull  at)  in  the  glorious  caufe  of  our  country:  but  when  I  fay 
that,  I  do  not  mean  the  prefent  war,  which  I  think  a  calamitous 
and  ruinous  one,  but  of  which  I  fay  nothing  in  this  place;  there 
is  another  place  where  I  have  the  privilege  of  expatiating  upon 
thatfubjeA.  ^ 

Gentlemen,  I  have  waited  with  more  patience  than  I  am  afraid 
I  can  expejft  that  you  have  waited,  for  the  return  of  what  is  now" 
arrived.  Gentlemen,  you  will  recoiled,  that  it  is  not  for  me  to 
•defend  myfelf  againft  the  charge  which,  .thefe  Gentlemen  fpread 
out  upon*  parchment,  t>ut:they  muft  prove  it:  and  if  they  muft 
prove  it,  they  muft  prove  it  in'fuch  a  manner  as  is  fatisfa&ory, 
and  what  manner  that  is  I  fhall  'Cite  you  the  authority  of  two 
Judges;,  and  I  thinjc  the  moft  important  authority  I  can  ftate  to 
you  upon  this  pecafion  is  the 'authority  of  the  Court  in  which  we 
fit;  and  what  I  read  I  und^rftand  ns  correct  when  I  read  it:  that 
*  according  to  the  Jearned  Judge  in  his*  charge  to  the  Grand  Jury, 
?[ll  tlyjt,  has. been  read  .to  youj:  and  thei,refuFt  of  it,  is  a  matter  of 
fa&«  "  Whether  this  ber  fi>  or  not  is  mere  matter  of  -fact,  as  to 
which  I  fhall  only  remind  you,  that  an  enquiry  into  a  charge  of' 
this  nature,,  which  undertakes  to  make  put  that  the  oftehfible 
purpofe  is  a  mere  veil  under  which,  is  concealed  a  traitorous  con- 
fpiracy,  requires  cool  and  deliberate  examination,  and  the  moft  at- 
tentive consideration,  and  that  the  refult. fhould  be  perfectly  clear 
and  fatisfa£tory,  In. the  affairs,  of  co*»rnpn  life,  no  man  is  jufti- 
fied  in  imputing  to  another  a,  meaning  contrary  to  what  he  him- 
felf  express,  but  upon  the  fuljeft  evidence" ' 

I  have  no  douljt  when  this  humane  language  was  held  for  the 
conficjeration  of  thofc  to  whom  it  was  addreffed,  the  learned 
Judge  had  no  more  than  fpeciilative  proof>  he  could  have  no 
more ;  .it  was  impofTible  that  he  -could  be  acquainted  any  more 
than  we  were  with  the  nature  of  the  evidence;  but  it  was  the 
neceflary  refult  of  what  we  fee,  arid  fijie  learned  Judge  could  not 
but  fee,  that  upon  the  fur  face  of  it  we .  are  not  traitors :  but  the 
queftion  was,  whether,  there  was  not,  under  the  pretext  of  a  Par- 
liamentary Reform,  a  dark  and  dangerous^tcohfpiracy ;  and  in  the 
jfc&afes  of  common  life,  no  manisjultiiied  in  imputing  to  another 
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a  meaning  contrary  to  what  he  himfelf  exprefles,  but  upon  tfje 
fulled  evidence;  as  to  what  evidence  youjhave  had,  the  feafon  is 
not  yet  arrived  for  my  difcuflion.  But  I  will  read  you  the  charge 
of  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Holt,  on  Parkins's  cafe:  "  Gentlemen,  it 
is  not  fit  that  there  fhould  be  any  ftrained  or  forced  conftru&idn 
put  upon  a  man's  words  or  aftiohs  when  he  is  trying  for  his  life. 
You  ought  to  have  a  full  and  fatisfa&ory  evidence  to  convince  yoi| 
that  he  is  guilty  before  you  pronounce  him  fo." 

The  reafon  why  I  have  taken  it  in  this  order  is,  becaufe  we 
are  now  to  fet  about  to  difcover  whether  the  prifoner  at  the  bar 
( inftead  ef  meaning  what  I  am  about  to  (hew  you  other  perfons 
intended  before  him)  meant  to  deftroy  the  King  by  a  traitorous 
confpiracy;  and  that  all  that  has  been  written  and  faid  about  their 
being  legal  and  peaceable,  and  to  arrive  at  their  point  by  con- 
ftitutionaf  means,  was  but  a  mere  veil  to  cover  their  traitorous 
confpiracy.  I  have  already  faid  that  I  was  obliged  to  fay  it  cir- 
cuitoufly,  for  which  J  afk  your  pardon. 

Gentlemen,  then  you  are  to  confider  whether  this  was  a  thing 
firft  taken  up  and  originating  with  themfelves.  Gentlemen,  in 
the  courfe  of  this  evidence,  I  put  this  very  book,  (Duke  of  Rich- 
mond's Letter  to  Colonel  Sharman^)  marked  with  my  own  hand, 
into  the  hand  of  one  of  the  witneffes  for  the  Crown,  one  of  the 
Sheffield  men  \  when  one  of  my  learned  friends,  a  moft  acute, 
ingenious,  and  able  advocate,  doing  his  duty  as  he  mud  do  it, 
for  there  is  a  converfe  duty  impofed  upon  us — caufes  muft  be 
tried  on  both  fides — my  learned  friend  afked  him,  u  Did  you 
write  this ,?  Did  you  do  the  other  ?" — u  Yes." — "  Then  if  you 
did  that,  how  is  it  poflible  you  can  fay  your  intentions  were  not 
to  ufe  force  ?" 

Gentlemen,  I  will  fliew  you  that  the  Duke  of  Richmond  did 
it ;  and  I  know  his  intentions  were  not  of  that  kind.  I  kntfw 
it  has'been  faid  by  my  Lord  Prefident,  that  one  man  or  twenty 
men  having  committed  a  crime  is  no  fhield  for  another.  I  am 
not  contending  for  thatr— I  do  not  put  it  upon  this  ground.  I 
fay  that  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  has  been  treading  in  the  paths  of 
the  moft  illuftrious  men,  who  are  tied  to  the  ftate  by  thofe  felfifh 
principles  which  attach  to  us  all.  It  is  true  that  fome  hot  fpirits 
1  had  got  among  them,  and  they  had  eagerly  catched,  on  the  part 
of  the  profecution,  at  what  a  man  of  the  name  of  Yorke  faid  at 
one  place,  and  what  Mr.  Anybody  has  a&ed  in  another ;  but  how 
that  can  poffibly  affe&  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  we  (hall  confider 
by  and  by.  • 

Gentlemen,  this  letter  was  written  to  Colohef  Sharman ;  bat 
when  thefe  people  fpeak  of  this  Convention,  it  muft  bg  a  French 
Convention — and  when  they  talk  of  a  Parliament,  it  muft  be  a 
name  ufed  in  Oliver  Cromwell's  time.  Why  that  fhould  be,  I 
jconfefs  I  am  at  a  lofs  to  imagine.     The  name  of  Cromwell  has 

pot,  appeared  in  the  caufe  that  I  know  of  *  and  I  will  (hew  you 
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<he  hiftory  r>{  the  Revolution  from  the  beginning  to  the  ejjdL— 
But  What  is  to  become  of  .the  prefent  of  this  knife,  which  ^iad 
lafl  night  from  one 'of  the  witnefles,  I  know  -not.  .v 

Gentlemen,  to  whom  was  it  .that  the  E)ukeof  Richmond  tran'f- 
-mrttedond  recommended  his  plan  ?  To  focieties  provided  with 
half  a  doxcn  pikes  ?  No ;  it  was  written  to  Colonel  Sharman* 
who  was  at 'the  head  of  ten  thoufand  volunteers,  all  in  arms  for 
the  defence  of  their  country,  without  any  commrffion  from  the 
JCing,  to  whofe  conduift  it  was  owing  that  the  crown  of  Ireland 
did  not  pals  from  his  -Majefty's  hrow>  as  did  -the  crown  of 
America.  It  was  never  imputed  to  Colonel  Sharman  that  be  had 
taken  up  arms  againft  his  country,  or  that  he  -meant  to  make 
ufc  of  them  otherwiie  than  as  in  the  defence  of  his  country :  but 
at  the  feme  time  they  remembered  their  rights*  and  thele  men, 
(o^rmd  and  arrayed,  held  a.  grind. general  Convention  -upon  the 
3ioyal  Exchange'of  Dublin.  It  was  a  Convention  of  Delegates 
of  the  People*  all  the  different -counties  in  Ireland  fending  dele- 
gates to  this  Convtmrion— wnot  Jboretiy,  but  in  the  face  of  day. 
By  whole  authority  ?  4Jy  the  King's  ?  No.  By  the  authority 
er  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ?  No.  By  whofe  -authority  then  I  By 
the  authority  of  fomc  of  the  worthieft  and  wifeft  men  that  ever 
lived  in  Ireland,  but  who  .remembered,  as  all  wife  men  will  re- 
-member,  that  they  are  -great,  and  that  their  greatnefe  does  not 
confift  in  tilting  it  -againft  the  little,  hut  in  harmonizing 
the  whole;  and  by  giving  the  people  their -rights,  they  are  fare 
to  have  in  return  their  airedion*  and  the  Stability  -oi  the  country 
is  -{©cured. 

Colonel  Sharman,  at  the  head  of  this  corps,  had  this  .fetter 
written,  to  him  by  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  upon  which  thefe 
poor  men  have  been  a&ing ;  and  I  havertiflny  witneftes  -to  prove 
i*t  if  you  will  por-mit  me  to  call  them,,  but  which  1  think  you 
will  not :  he  had  this  letter  written  to  him—for  what  purpofe  f 
In  confequenceof  Colonel  Sharman  having  written  to  the  Duke 
of  Richmond  to  know  his  plan,  and  he  gave  it  him.  I  will  fhew 
you  the  book,  and  there  has  not  been  a  man  called  up  joii  the 
(part  of  the  Crown,  (except  thofe  miferaWe  men,  the  '(pies,  of 
whom  I  (hall  fpeak  by  and  by,)  who  has  (aid,  that  their  inten- 
tion was  any  other  than  a  reform  of  -Barliarnent  by  legal  and 
coilftitiitional  means :  and  this  is  what  the  Crown  witnefies 
themfol  ves,  this  is  what  the  men  fay,  and  that  is  the  anfwer  of 
them  all  ;  and  if  you  fufpelt  the  witnefles  inone  thing,  you  *muft 
fufpefit  them  in  another.  I  do  not  care  whether  you  believe  them 
or  no.  If  you  do  not  believe  them,  nothing  -is  proved;  and  if 
you  do  believe  them,  all  is  -proved*  that  I  want  to  be  .proved :  for 
you  nud?  take -all  that  a  man  (ays— -,he  is  either  an  infamous  inan, 
or  a  man  worthy  of  belief  All  the  witnefles  but  the  jfpies  have 
fadi)  that  they  would  have  renounced  the  iboicties  with  indigna- 
tion, if  the^ -had  ^believed  >that!tkote  wa6  anyiatcntioft'Of  kiBing 
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<tf:  depofing  the  King. '  I  am  perfuaded  you  muft  fee,  and  my; 
Lord  and  all  of  you  muft  fee,  that  there  never  was  any  ground 
for  it.  I  mould  hate  that  poor  unfortunate  man,  if  I  thought  he 
was  capable  of  fo  deteftable  an  imagination  as  to  attack  the  per- 
fon  of  the  King,  or  deftroy  his  authority*  How  could  the  poor5 
prisoner  at  the  bar,  or  any  of  thefe  people,  hate  the  King,  from 
whom  it  was  impoflible  they  could  ever  haVe  received  an  in- 
jury ?  What  has  his  Majefty  done  to  the  injury  of  any  man  ? 
Has  he  injured  any  man  in  his  property  ?  Does  he  not  lead  a 
moral  life  r  Is  he  not  an  amiable  father  of  his  family  ?  Is  He  not 
poflcfled  of  every  virtue  ?  Is  he  not  kind  and  indulgent  to  all  his 
iervants  ?  Does  he  not  live  in  the  heart  and  affections  of  his 
fubje£ts  ?  And  yet  is  it  to  be  ftated  in  a  court  of  juftice*  that  thefe 
people,  to  the  number  of  40,000,  have  been  meeting  at  alehoufes 
for  two  years  together,  to  compafs  his  death?  and  yet  no  man 
ever  thought  of  touching  him.  I  am  fure  his  Majesty's  life  was 
as  fafe  in  their  hands,  as  in  the  hands  of  any  of  his  fubje&s :  it 
is  impoffible  they  mould  feel  fuch  a  difpofition:  and  I  would 
enfure  his  Majefty' s  moft.facred  life  at  the  fmalleft  premium  that 
could  be  named*  But  their  minds  were  irritated  into  intempe- 
rance, and' they  might  even  exprefs  themfelves  illegally  at  what 
they  have  been  taught  to  believe  are  abufes,  and  which  they  have 
been  taught  to  believe  are  abufes  by  thofe  who  are  rtow  at* the 
head  of  the  government — led  to  it  by  men  fuch  as  the  Duke  of 
Richmond. 

Gentlemen,  if  after  reading  this  book,  written'  by  the  Duk© 
of  Richmond,  who  has  been  called  to  a  feat  in  the  Cabinet,  that 
poor  man  at  the  bar  is  carried  to  the  fcaffold,  Ifliall  fay  with  the 

poet — 

a  ^ , pjate  fin  with  g^ 

a  And  the  ftrong  lance  of  juftice  hurtlefc  breaks : 
"  Arm  it  with  rags,  a  pigmy  ftraw  doth  pierce  it !" 

Gentlemen,  .in  France  they  have  no  laws  j  here  we  have  equal 
laws :  and  why  fliould  any  man  fuppofe  you  mtan  France  when 
you  fpeak  of  equal  laws  r  there  is  no  more  law  in  that  country 
than  is  to  be  found  in  a  foreft  among  wild  beafts :  but  that  there 
will  be  law,  that  the  people  will  claim  and  obtain  law,  I  have4 
not  the  fmalleft  doubt.— But  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  this 
caufe. 

Gentlemen,  the  Duke  of  Richmond  wrote  to  Colonel  Shar- 
man  this  letter  in  the  year  1783,  during  the  Americatt  war,  the 
immenfe  expence  of  which  -  had  involved  this  country  under  a 
load  of  debt,  all  ariflng  from  the  corruption  of"  the  Houfe  of 
Commons ;  and  which  firft  brought  the  prefent  Minifter,  Mr. 
Pitt,  into  great  fame,  when  forwarding  his  plan  for  a  reform. 
The  fame  alfo  went  on  in  Ireland :  the  Grand  Convention  was 
formed  there,  which  even  arrogated  the  controul  of  the  expen~ 
diture  of  the  public  money,  a  Function  which  had  ever  been  un- 
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derftood  to  "belong  exelufively  to  Parliament.  To  oppofe  thm 
Ibgiftature  by  force  is  rebellion.  It  Was  never  their  intention  ft 
to  do*  but  to  let  them  hear  the  voice  of  -the  pJebple;-J»and  in 
fuch  an  emphatical  mfenner  that  they  will  be  ijtdtned  te  liften 
to  it. 

Gentlemen,  I  (haU  read  to  you,  by  way  of  preface,  what*  is  bid 
by  one  of  die  moft  eminent  writers  we  have  in  England  at  this 
time)  and  whofe  writings  have  produced  not  a  little  eftbft  'uport 
this  country—-!  mean  the  celebrated  perfon  before  mentioned, 
Hn  Btarke.    He  feys*  tt  The  Houfe  of  Commons  Was  fur^efed 
originally  to  be  no  part  of  the  {landing  government  of  this 
cetfci&ry,  but  was  confidered  as  a  contpou!  ifluing  immediately 
tract  tnc  people*  and  speedily  to  be  refolved  into  the  rftafe  from 
whence  k  arofe.    In  this  refpeft  it  was  m  the  higher  pert  of 
government  what  Juries  are  in  the  lower.     The  capacity  of  a 
Magiftrate  being  tranfttory,  and  that  of  a  Citizen  permanent." 
Gitberrf  tit  would  be  as  dangerous  now  to  mention  the  Wbrd 
Citizen,  as  to  have  a  pike  found  in  one's  pofiefion.— -a  The 
latter  capacity,  k  was  hoped,  would  of  courfe  preponderate  in 
aU  ttifouffioos*    not  only  between  the  people  and  the  Aeetiar 
authority  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ttfetf";  but  it  was.  hoped* 
that  being  of  a  middle  nature  between  fiibjeA  and  goverirtnrnt, 
they  would  fed  with  a  more  tender  and  nearer  intexeft,  every 
thing  that  concerned  the  people,  than,  the  other  and  more  fcer*. 
jnanent  parts  of  the  legiflature.    Whatever  alteration,  time,  and 
the.  neofifiary  aecotvmo&tkla  of  bu/mefs  may  have  introduced, 
this  character  can  never  be  fuitained,  ualefe  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons fliail  be  made  to-  bear  the  ftabip  of  the  a&tfel  difpofittooa 
of  the  people  at  large.     It  would  (among  public  misfottuaes,} 
be  an  evil  more  datura^  and  tolerable,  .that  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons (hottU  be  infected  with  every  epidemical  phrtsizy  of  the 
people,  as  tb»  would  indicate  feme  con&nguinkv,  foaie  tompathy 
Of  oatttue*  wkh  their  conftituen^,  than  , that  they  Apuid. -&  all 
q&fesbe  wholly  untouched  by  the.  opinions  and  ieeliags  o^  the 
people  out  of  dbors.   By  this  want  of  iyenpathy  they  would  ceafc 
ta  be  a  Houfe  of  Coaamahs."    Mr.  Bu*ke;  goes  on  to  fete,  that; 
"  The  virtue,  fpirit,  and  eflfcnee  of  the  H^ufe  of  Corarabna  cm* 
fifls  in  its  feeing  the  eftprefe  image  of  the  feeling  of  the  natiest. 
it  was  not  inihtuted  to  be  a  controul  upon  the  people,  as  of  kte 
it  has  haaft  taiasfc*  by  a  doflarimi*  of  the  moftj)eriticioufi  tendency, 
bwt  a&a  tKMsvSk/br  the  peopte."    The  centred  upon  the  jteapk 
ia  tfce&ing^MajeAVj  tLe* controul.  upon  the;  people  is  ttte-fctr*- 
drtary  office  of  i^ikfe  of  Lord^  The.  bakapeof  the  State  id 
the  cootaml  ibc  th*  people,,  which  :&  in.  the.Haufe  of  CommooSu 
But,  how  can  thattcurifrQi^&K  tM.poopk  eaift,  urdefs  they  ha** 
the  l^^ts/tobe.  d«ttYtd  Jbom^  eC<a^^  the  people 

in.  the.  reftfeftatatien*  which  h  is  .  notorial*  tfeey-  haye.  aotif 
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The  Duke  of  Richmond*  laid  before  Parliament  the  ftate  of 
the  reprefentation ;  that  eleven  thou&nd  people  ehofea  majority 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  Why*  it  is  impoffibte  to  fay  that 
there  is  any  controul  for  the  people.  Nay  more*  take  that  eleven 
thousand  into  your  confideration,  and  fee  how  it  is  managed:  fbr, 
fbventy-one  PeeFS  and  the  Treafory  nominate  and  procure  rite 
return  of  one  hundred  and  fixty-feven  members.  I  hold  in  my 
hand,  what  an  Honourable  Gentleman*  whom  if  io  were  neee& 
fery,  and  the  thing  were  not  notorious,  I  could  call  upon  as  a 
«Ntneis  to  prove  that  this  ftate. of  reprefentation  was  offered  to 
lje  proved  before  the  Houfe  by  that  perfony  I  feconded  k  myfeJf ; 
it  was  rejeded  ;  they  would  not  examine  into  it.  Now,  Mr. 
Burke  fays?  an  Hbule  of  Commons  that  witt  not  examine  into 
the  people's  complaints,  i*  nothing  in  its  pefemblajiee  of  an  Houfe 
of  Commons.  His  words  are,  u  An  add«ffing  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, and  a  petitioning  nation ;  an  Houfe  of  Commons  AiH  of 
confidence  when  the  nation  is  phinged  in  dcfpair ;  in-  the  utmoft 
harmony  with  Miniftei  s,  whom  the  people  regard  with  the  utmoft 
abhorrence;  who  vote  thanks,  when  the  public  opinion  caffii 
upon  them  for  impeachment;  who  are  eager  to  grant  when  the 
general  voice  demands  account ;  who  in  aH  disputes  between 
the  people  and  adminiftration,  prefume  againft  the  people;  who 
auotfh  their  difcrders,  but  refufe  even  to  inquire  into  the  provo- 
cation to  them.  This  is  an  unnatural,  a  monftrous  ftate  of 
things  in  this  constitution.  Such  an  aflembty  may  be  a  great* 
wofe,  awful  fenate;  but  it  is  not,  to  any  popular  purpofe,  an  Houfe 
of  Commons!"  And  mere  than  that,  he  goes  on  toifete,  as  a 
fan  pfopofition,  and  which  alfe  may  (hew  that  men  were  not 
going  to  dcftroy  the  King,  though  they  ufe  ftrong  language—* 
he  goes  on  to  ftate  in  fo  many  words — he  makes  a  monger  attack 
{and let  the  SoKcitor-General  take  it  down)  than  any  thing  that 
has  been  done  by  thefe  perfons  who  are  to  be  tried  for  a  con- 
{piracy  to  deftroy  the  constitution.  He  fays,  in  the  work  called 
*  Thought*  upon  the  Caufes  of  the  present  Difcontents  \>?  mrd 
the  word  prefent  will  apply  juft  as  much,  and  more,  now  than  at 
that  tine.  Hear  what  Mr.  Uurke  lays,  and  remember  I  fpeak 
this  to  bis  honour.  I  would  not  for  the  world  do  otfierwifc  1 
ihouhi  be  crippled  in  my  caufe  if  I  (fid  not  foy  fo.  I  could  not 
go  on.  I  (ay  this  to  his  honour.  He  fays,  a  It  muft  always  be 
the  wife  of  an  uneonftitutional  ftatefiaan,  that  a  Houfe  of  Com-* 
moms,  who  are  entirely  dependent  upon  him,  Ihouhi  have  every 
right  of  the  people  entirely  dependent  upon  their  pleaftnre.  For 
it  was  too*  cfcfcovered,  that  the  forms  of  a  iVee,  and  the  ends  of 
government,  were  things  not  altogether  incompa- 
The  power  of  the  Crown  aknoft  dead  and  rotten  as 
prerogative,  has  grown  up  anew,  wrtb  meeh  more  ftrength  and 
far  1cm  odhtm,  under  the  name  of  influence;  an\  influence  which 
operated  without  Rotfe  and  violences  trhioh  contorted  the  very 

Z  2  antagonilt 


[     *7*    } 

antagonift  into  the  inftrument  of  power,"  What  is  this  faying  ? 
That  the  Houfe  of  Commons — not  the  Houfe  of  Commons  of 
J781  or  1782  only;  but  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  is  a  fettled 
abufc.  '  Inftead  of  being  the  balance  for  the  people  againft  the 
corruptions  of  the  conftitution,  has  become,  without  noife, 
under  the  influence  of  the  Crown,  the  hand  of  prerogative, 
which  it  was  meant  to  be  a  balance  againft.  Mr.  Burke  goes  on, 
and  further  fays,  M  which  contained  in  itfelf  a  perpetual  principle 
of  growth  and  renovation;  and  which  the  diftrefles  and  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  equally  tended  to  augment,  was  an  ad- 
mirable fubftitute  for  a  prerogative;  that  being  only  the  offspring 
of  antiquated,  prejudices,  had  moulded  in  its  original"  ftamina, 
irrefiftible  principles  of  decay  and  diflblution,"  Did  Mr.  Burke 
mean  that  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  properly  underftood, 
are  antiquated  prejudices,  and  ought  to  be  deftroyed  ?  -  No,  cer- 
tainly not* 

But  looking  into  the  works  of  a  man,  you  muft  look  and  fee 
what  he  means  by  the  context.  "  Parliament,"  continues  Mr. 
Burke,  u  was,  indeed,  the  great  object  of  all  thefe  politics ;  the 
end  at  which  they  aimed,  as  well  as  the  inftrument  by  which  they 
were  to  operate.  But  before  Parliament  could  be  made  fubfer- 
yient  to  a  fyftem  by  which  it  was  to  be  degraded  from  the  dig- 
nity of  a  national  council  into  a  mere  member  of  the  Court,  it 
muft  be  greatly  changed  from  its  national  character." 

Gentlemen,  they  tell  you,  that  when  he  talks  of  Parliament 
he  has  an  allufion  to  the  ftate  of  thjings  in  Oliver  Cromwell's 
time.  But,  confider  from  whofe  work  it  is  I  have  been  now 
fpeaking.  Not  that  of  a  poor  fhoemaker — not  that  of  an  ora- 
tor in  a  Sheffield  club — not  that  of  a  perfon  who  may  have  no 
learning:  but  the  work  of  a  man  of  difting uifhed  talents;  and 
when  he  fpeaks  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  he  calls  it  Parlia- 
ment. It  is  a  wafte  of  time,  and  an  abufe  of  common  fenfe,  to 
frppofe  that  a  man  fpeaking  familiarly  would  not  call  it  fo. 
Therefore,  when  I  fpeak  of  reprefentation  in  Parliament,  what 
can  I  mean  but  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ? 

In  order  to  prove  that  they  do  not  mean  the  Houfe  of  Com-, 
inons,  my  learned  friends  have  read  a  letter  written  by  Mr; 
Hardy  to  Mr.  Fox,  ah  avowed  enemy  to  univerfal  furFrage. 
They  fay,  we  want  univerfal  reprefentation.  Did  Mr.  Fox  pre- 
fume,  when  he  received  that,  that  it  was  from  a  fet  of  people  who 
wanted  a  national  reprefentation  as  in  France  ?  if  he  did,  would 
he  have  fent  that  anfwer  ?  Certainly  not.  They  have  alfo  read 
a  letter  frorn  him.  to  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People, 
whofe  folc  object  I  know  is  merely  a  reform  in  Parliament ;  and 
if  they  hadfreafon  to  fufpect  criminality  in  this. cafe,  they  would 
have  been  very  little  entitled  to  eulogium  if  they  had  corre- 
sponded with  any  body  of  men,  after  they  had  fent  delegates  to 
luch  a  Convention,  inftituted  for  fuch  purpofes*    Should  we  have 
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encouraged  men  to  go  on  to  aflume  the  functions  of  Parliament  r 
But  then  come  the  Crown  lawyers,  and  fay,  a  We  underftand 
better  what  is  meant  by  thefe  letters  than  thofe  who  wrote  them, 
or  thofe  to  whom  they  were  written ;"  and  that  they  are  to 
be  conftrued  otherwife  than,  the  way  in  which  the  very  firft 
men  in  the  country,  in  point  of  birth  ind  ralert*,  have  conftrued 
them,  and  which  conftrucHons  I  fhall  afk  you  by  and  by  to  put 
upon  them. 

•    Now,  having  faid  that,  I  will  refume  the  reading  of  another 
part  of  Mr.  Burke's  book,  and  a  pretty  account  it  is.     "  They 
who  will  not  conform  their  conduft  to  the  public  good,"  (he  is 
fpeaking  of  the  Minifter ;  and,  Gentlemen,  I  am  come  here  to 
attack  no  man,  but  to  defend  my  client :)  "  They  who  will  not 
conform  their  conduct  to  the  public  good,  and  cannot  fupport  it  ■ 
by /the  prerogative  of  the  Crown,    have  adopted  a  nevir  plan. 
They  have  totally  abandoned  the  fhattered  and  old  fafhioned  for- 
trefs  of  prerogative,  and  made  a  lodgement  in  the  ftrong  hold  of 
Parliament  itfelf.     If  they  have  any  evil  defign,  to  which  there 
is  no  ordinary  legal  power  commenfurate,  they  bring   it  into 
Parliament.,,     Minifters  do  this  if  they  want  to  load  the  people 
with  taxes — Mimfters  do  this  to  difhonour  the  country ;  and 
when  there  is  no  other  legal  means  to  execute  it,  they  do  it  in 
Parliament,      "  In  Parliament,   the  power  of  obtaining  their 
object  is  abfojute,  and  the  fafety  in  the  proceeding  perfect ;  no 
rules  to  confine,  no  after-reckonings  to  terrify.     Parliament  can- 
not, with  any  great  propriety,  punifh  others  for  things  in  which 
they  have  themfelves  been  accomplices.     Thus  the  controul  upon 
the  executive  power  is  wholly  and  abfolutely  loft."     This  is  a 
propofition  univerfal ;    it  is  not  peculiar  to  this  or  that  admini- 
stration, but  that  the  people  have  no  controul  in  the  Houfe  of 
Commons.     Why,  Gentlemen,  I  fhould  be  glad  that  any  man 
would  ftand  up  and  fay  that  he  difbelievcs  this ;  if  he  did,  1  think 
he  would  find  nobody  to  believe  him. 

Gentlemen,  the  next  thing  is  this :  he  fays,  "  The  diftempers 
of  monarchy — "  It  has  been  an  argument  againfl  us,  that  when 
you  fay  you  mean  to  amend  the  Parliament,  you  mean  to  fub- 
vert  the  King;  but  this  is  very  ftrong,  for  thefe  unfortunate 
people  to  (hew  that  they  did  not  mean  to  attack  the  monarchy: 
no,  every  witnefs  that  has  been  called  has  faid  they  had  only  a 
view  of  a  redrefs  in  the  reprefentation  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons. aThe  diftempers  of  monarchy  wcie  the  great  fubjuits  of 
apprehenfion  and  redrefs  in  the  laft  century ;  in  this,  the  dif- 
tempers of  Parliament."  And  here  is,  among  other  things,  what 
gave  rife  to  all  that  has  been  tranfa&ed,  ami  what  was  done  and 
doing  fince.  *  It  is  not  in  Parliament  alone  that  the  remedy 
for  parliamentary  diforders  can  be  completed,  hardy  indeed  can 
Jt  begin  there.  Until  a  confidence  in  government  is  re-efta- 
Wilhed,  the  people  ought  to  be  excited  to  a  more  itrict  and 
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detailed  attention  to  the  condu&  of  their  representatives.  Stud* 
ards  far  judging-  more  fyftematically  upon  their  CQodud  ought 
to  bf  fettled  in  the  meetings  of  counties  and  corporation*; 
frequent  and  correct  lifts  of  the  voters  in  all  iroportant  ques- 
tions, ought  to  be  procured*  By  fuch  means  ibrne  thing  may  be 
done." 

Gentlemen,  upon  the  petition  prefented  in  the  year  17-80  hav- 
ing been  reje&ed,  the  Duke  of  Richmond  wrote  this  letter*  aad 
J  believe  no  man  in  this  place  apprehends  thai  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond, in  writing  what  I  am  going  to  read*  ever  meant  to  take 
hold  of  Parliament  by  violence  j  but  he  wrote  this  ty>o#  whicb 
all  that  has  been  done,  has  been  done.  He  ftates  in  this  early 
part  of  his  letter  the  fruitlefe  attempt*  that  had  beer*  ma4*  by 
application  to  Parliament  And  thenbefoys,  a  Th$  ^flef  re- 
form has  been  attempted  with  every  poffible  advantage  .up  k* 
favour,  not  only  from  the  zealous  (upport  of  the  advocates  for 
a.  nppre  effe&uaj  ope,  but  from  the  afRj&ance  of  met*  of  great 
VT-ight,  both  in  and  out  of  power.  But,  with  all  thefe  tenapgra- 
meats,  it  failed ;  not  one  profelyte  has.  been  gained  from  corrup- 
tion, nor  has  the  leaft  ray  of  hope  been  held  out  from  any  quar- 
ter, that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  wae  inclined  to  adopt  any  other 
mode  of  reform:  the  weight  of  corruption  has  crufbed  this  more 
gentle,,  as  it  would  have  defeated  any  more  efficacious;  phut  in 
the  fame  circumftanjees.  From  that  quarter*  therefore/*-— What 
quarter  ?  From  Parliament.  "  I  have  npthing  to  hope/'  He 
bas  nothing  to  hope  for  from  Parliament,  they  will  no4  do  it 
"  It  is  from  ths;  people  at  large  that  i  Bxrtc?  avy 
cooo.  And  I  am  convinced,  that  the  only  way  to  r«a4e  diem 
feel  that  they  are  really  concerned  in  the  b^lineis  is,  to  cenftend 
fpf  their  fully  ckar,  and  indifpuUtiU  right*  9/  umvtrfal  r.epr*. 
fintatm ;  which  they  claim  and  demand  as  their  rights*  by  the  * 
Sill  of  Rights,  granted  when'WUHam  was  upon  tjjte  throne; 
and  at  that  time  Parliaments  were  held  much  often**;  tho*  they 
axe  now>  they  claimed  it  as  thw  unalienable  and  iftdtiptttable 
birth-right." 

And  in  what  I  am  going  to  fay  I  (bail  by  aofcbiag  thafcikaH 
-  tend  to  difturb  the  order  of  the  ftate.  Gentleman  I  foe  1  the 
jreateft  devotion  to  the  constitution  of  my  couffl*ryx  and  I  would 
UPt,  for  worfds,  be  the  means  of  uttering  one  fyllibU*  w  this  or 
any  other  Court,  that  would  tend  to  difordec  or  confuiipit  I  hope 
to.  (hew  you,  that  my  difpofitioa  is  to  wifb  to  fee  every  gfieutKce 
redr,efled,  and  to  fee  a  fair  and  proper  representation  of  the-  peo- 
ele,  becaufe  I  believe  that  is  the  beft  fecusky  for  his  Majcsy's 
lappincfa,  and  the  (lability  of  bis  government.  He  goes  on  and 
%$>  u  But,  :.*  the  more  liberal  and  great  plan  of  univmfid 
r<pre[e?Ujatity%  ~  dca*  aad<diftia&  principle  U  one*  appears  that 
cannot  lead  u^  wrong.  Not  cpnveniency,  but  right  If  it  is 
»pt  a  xo&tm  q£  qui  <^aftitu.Uva  th*t.  %  Butifh  jtufejeft  is.  to  be 
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governed  only  by  laws  to  which  he  has  «mfented,  by  hinrietf  fir 
his  reprefentative,  we  fhould  inftantly  abandon  the  error  j  but,  if 
k  is  the  eflential  of  freedom,  foundea  on  Ae  eternal  principles  of 
juftice  and  wifdom,  and  our  unalienable  birth-right,  we  lhould 
not  hefitate  in  aflerting  it."  How  aflert  it  ?  ParliaTnent  had 
refufrd  it;  Acre  was  not  any  hope  of  their  ever  doing  it;  and 
how  "were  the  people  to  affert  their  rights  but  in  the  manner  by 
*  which  thefe  perfons  now  under  profecution  have  (ought  to  aflert 
the*!  f  Not  by  a  rebellion ;  for  the  meaning  of  a  rebeMwn  is, 
when  any  body  of  men  confpire  agamft  the  body  of  the  ftate* 
which  ftate  confute  in  the  great  body  of  the  people  5  but  by  col- 
tefting  and  bringing  together  before  Parliament  the  weight  and 
mfluence  of  coBe&ife  opinion.  And Ihope never  t<^  hear  it  fa& 
again,  that  convening  the  people  to  confider  of  a  reform  in  the? 
representation  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  would  lead  to  the 
e«ftruftion  which  has  now  been  put  upon  it — a  confutation  to 
oxttpafe  the  King's  death. 

Gentlemen,  you  will  fee  m  evidence  that  they  foeak  from  be- 
ginning to  end  to  the  great  body  of  the  people.     I  am  fore  yotf 
will  ttarik  as  I  think,  that  were  the  great  body  of  the  people  to 
afetibie,  I  know,  and  am  fore,  they  WouM  be  for  the  continu- 
»oe  of  the  Crown  and  itfs  inheritance.     What  a  moft  danger- 
ous principle  to  fay,  that  the  Crown  is  m  danger  if  the  people? 
**  c«4le6%ed  and  called  together  ?    Do  thefe  gentlemen  mean  to 
fift  Hut  His  Majefty  frts  apon  the  throne  contrary  to  the  will  of 
the  people  ?    Do  they  mean  to  fey,  that  the  King's  inheritance 
few*  en  the  power  of  a  few  i    God  forbid  it  fliould  !    The 
Kii%'b  prcfte&ton  flawfe  upon  the  lore  of  his  people,  and  that 
k*e  of  the  people  will  always  fitpport  the  Crown,  as  the  love  of 
•wy  people  upon  earth  will-  always  fupport  its  government, 
*  **hg  as  government  ihews  itfdf  attentive  to  the  wiflles  of  that 
feople. 
Gtftdemen,  this  is  not  aB#  I  amibrry,  very  forry  to  hear  every 
» totifidered  as  a  traitor  who  talks  about  the  rights  of  man. 
Tte  rights  of  man  is  the  foundation  of  all  government ;  and  it 
ihait  flot  be  faftened  apon  Ae  unfortunate  man  at  the  Bar,  that 
lc  meant  to  introduce  anauchy  and  bioodfhed,  becauie,  unhap- 
py there w*3  a  convulfion  that  deftnryed  every  thing  in  France, 
K  ctfncer  ning  which,  we  fay,  in  one  of  the  letters  that  has 
!**»*  *ead>  that  we  (land  in  a  different  condition.     As  to  that 
*»y  paper  Which  was  wrote  bv  a  gentleman  for  whom  I  have  a 
**y  gfleat  nrfpeft,  there  may  oe  expreflions  in  it  that  may  have 
fxx&det  from  warmth  of  temper,  and  youthful  indifcretion, 
f"jd  Which,  perhaps,  he  himfetf  would  not  defire  me  to  jufriry  ; 
j*£w»H  joAify  his  intention,  particularly  as  it  is  faid  in  th«; 
*Btoi  **e  are  hot  driven  to  do  as  they  have  done  in  France,  bc- 
•^jfetMs  tiountry  is  not  in  the  feme  ntuatiotv — becaufe  we  have 
*■*»  % 0f*rnment ;  and  f  am  (iirt,-  there  is  not  a  man  more 
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ftealoufly  attached  to  the  conftitution  than  this  man  now  before 
you. 

Gentlemen,  before  I  go  to  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  defcrip- 
tion  of  it,  I  will  afive  you  fomething  that  is  fixed  a  little  more  in 
my  memory ;  and  that  is,  the  great  uproar  you  remember  fome 
years  ago  when  the  adminiftration  was  turned  out  upon  invading* 
as  it  was  fuppofed  at  that  time,  the  charter  of  the  Eaft  India 
Company.  At  that  time  Mr.  Burke,  of  whofe  motives  and  in- 
tentions I  mean  to  fay  nothing,  was  with  that  adminiftration  that 
were  turned  out,  and  took  fire  at  a  particular  expreffion  made  by 
the  oppofition  at  that  time  agairift  the  India  bill  of  Mr.  Fox's, 
which  Was,  that  it  was  an  attack  upon  tlfe-  chartered  rights  of 
man.  Mr.  Burke  Lys,  tt  As  to  the  firft  of  thefe  objections,  I 
muft  obferve,  that  the  phrafc  the  chartered  rights  of  man,  is  full 
of  affectation,  and  very  unufual  in  the  difcuffion  of  privileges 
conferred  by  charter  of  the  prefent  defcription  ;  but  it  is  not  dif- 
ficult to  difcover  what  end  that  ambiguous  mode  of  expreffion, 
fo  often  reiterated,  is  meant  to  anfwer.  The  rights  of  man  are 
lacred  things." 

Gentlemen,  his  Majefty  has  no  other  authority,  his  Majefty  is 
called  to  the  Crown  upon  the  very  fuppofuion  that  the  ancient  Kings 
of  this  country  abufed  their  government  by  cruel  and  infamous 
trials;  by  ftill  more  cruel  and  infamous  pumfhments ;  by  packing 
Juries;  by  governing  them  by  the  terror  of  arms,  and  not  by  af- 
fection: and  when  £ing  William  came  to  the  Crown  the  people 
of  England  did  not  meet,  it  was  not  neccfTary,  becaufe  the 
universal  voice  of  the  people  was  fo  well  known,  as  to  that  fcan- 
dalous  corruption  which  had  before  prevailed,  that  there  was  no 
occafion  to  callthe  whole  people  together;  this  therefore  gave 
King  William  an  unlimited  right  to  the  Crown.  Then,  what 
was  the  origin  of  the  government  ?  The  King  recognizing  their 
rights  under  a  law  which  ail  men  know  and  revere — the  Bill  of 
of  Rights — rights  which  they  always  had,  and  you  will  fee  by 
and  by,  that  the  denial  of  that  propofition  brought  Mr.  Paine 
into  this  country,  or  elfe  he  never  would  have  been  an  author. 
The  French  had  pulled  down  a  fyftem  of  corruption  and  tyranny, 
fo  enfeebled  by  its  own  inherent  defects,  that  it  was  xeady  to  fall 
of  its  own  accord.  Mr.  Burke,  in  a  book  which  I  have  here, 
entitled  a  Reflections  upon. the  French  Revolution,"  aflerts,  that 
they  had  no  right  to  do  this,  and  the  whole  of  Mr-  Paine's  Firft 
Part  of  the  Rights  of  Man  has  no  more  to  do  with  this  country 
than  it  has  with  Japan,  or  with  any  other.  It  was  written  to  de- 
fend the  concjuct  of  the  French ;  but  a  book  called  an  Appeal 
from  the  New  to  the  Old  Whigs,  applied  it  to  the  goyernmeiit 
of  this  country.  Mr.  Burke  fays,  the  people  had  no  right  to  do 
it  j.  and  he  wrote  a  book  upon  that  fubjedt.  Mr.  Paine,  being 
himfclf  a  Republican,  wrote  an  anfwer  to  it,  and  threw  in  mucb 
ftuif  about  Monarchy,  which  had  nothing  to  dg  with  the  maia- 
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queftion;  anal  as  thefe  people,  and  all  people  *}mpft  rejoiced 
originally  in  the  deftrudion  of  French  defpotifm,  though  I  deteft 
much  thofe  enormities  that  have  fince  happened,  wbi£h  are  horrid 
to  think  of,  and  which  might  have  been  prevented,  at  leaft  a 
great  deal  of  it,  yet  tfyey  vindicated  the  right  of  a  people  to 
change  their  government;  and  4  great  number  of  ambiguities 
which  thefe  people  are  fuppofed  to  utter  I  have  uttered,  and  wjll 
utter  every  day  of  my  life ;  I  would  fay  this — I  fay,  thtf  an  at- 
tempt by  combined  powers,  with  defpotic  powers.,  to  interfere 
with  the  government  which  any  people  choofe  to  give  thenifelves, 
good  or  evil,  I  have  oppofed ;  and  always  will  oppofe  the  right  of 
a  defpotic  power  to  prevent  the  people  from  forming  a  govern- 
ment for  themfelves,  of  the  fweet  or  bitter  fruits  of  which  they 
muft  tbemielves  eat.  It  is  not  lawful  for  me  to  utter  my  de-  • 
testation,  but  how  do  I  know  that  the  French  would  fay,  you  (hall 
havje  our  government  ?  If  they  did,  I  would  fay  to  them,  if  ypu 
like  your  republican  form  of  government,  have  it;  but  wejrethey 
to  fay,  we  infift  upon  your  having  a  Republic,  and  were  they  .to 
land  here  to  compel  us  to  do  fo,  I  {hould  no  longer  ho\d  thefe 
papers  in  my  hand,  I  know  a  better  trade  if  the  point  c^me  to 
that;  I  would  (ay,  and  I  would  vindicate  it  too,  that  the  people 
of  England  haye  a  right  to  choofe  their  own  government.  The 
more  the  people  are  enlightened,  the  more  they  have  tftjijr  rights, 
the  Ids  danger  is  /ahere  to  the  Crown;  and  therefore  I  cannot  qp- 
pcekend  that  thefe  people  had  any  Jucb  intensions  #s  arte  imputed 
to  them.  A  great  many  of  thefe  papers  are  ill  worded-,  1  do  not 
vindicate  them,  they  aje  ^txemely  raft  and  improper,  pnd.of 
which  I  fhall  fay  a  great  deal  when  I  come  to  them.  The  Duke  of 
Richmond's  plan  .was  expnefcly  founded  upon  the  rights  ,of  m$ui, 
and  that  is  the  reafon  that  thefe  people  weifc  fo  taken  with  the 
idea;  and  Mr.  Ygrke's  was  the  lame;  for  they  took  up  the  idea 
from.  Mr.  Locke ;  and  I  was  much  obliged  to  Mr.  Wfyite  for 
the  fair  and  honourable  way  in  which  he  read  Mr.  Yorke's  ad- 
drefe— loud,  cle^r,  and  diftin&ly,  as  a  ,man  ought  to  f  e^d,  who 
scads  that  which  Should  be  attended  .to ;  and  I  helieve  jt  ^ffe^ed 
every  man  who  heard  it :  hut  a  great  part  of  jt  Mr.  Yorfce  it\u(t 
not  have  the  credit  of,  becaufe  he  got  a  great  part  of  it  froin  Mr. 
Locke ;  it  feems  to  be  weed  for  word  inievera)  parts,  J?ut  I  will 
read  you  what  ^the  Duke  of  Richmond  himfelf  iays. 

Gentlemen,  what  I  am  going  to  oread  was  written  to  the  High 
'Sheriff  of  the  /County  of  Sufiex,  when  a  plan  was  in  agitation 
fpr  reforming  Parliament,  in  .the  year  1780,  and  there  his  Qr^ce 
fays  this,  and  there  is  a  great  deal  of  admirable  good  fen/e  in  it. 
"  My  idefis  of  Reform  undoubtedly  go  to  one  that  fhall  be  com- 
plete and  general  throughout  the  kingdom.  I  fee  fucb  fatal  con- 
fequences  arife  from  the  prefent  partial  and  accidental  Aate*  of 
elections,  that  I  cannot  take  upon  me  Xo  .propofe  any  new-mode 
that  partakes  of  the  fame  defe&s.    If  we  do  not  differ  from  the 
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abettors  of  corruption  upon  the  broad  principles  of  inequality  in 
eledions,  and  the  univerfal  right  of  the  people,"  it  is  not  a  matter 
of  convenience  but  the  a  univerfal  right  pf  the  people  to  be  re- 
prefented,  and  are  contending  only  for  a  degree  of  partiality  more 
or  lefs,  I  fear  our  ground  is  not  found,  irwe  mean  only  to  fub- 
ftitute  partiality  for  partiality,  and  are  ftruggling  but  for  its  ex- 
tent: one  man's  whim  may  be  as  good  as  another's  conceit,  and 
we  have  nothing  certain  to  dired  us;  and  if  inequality  is  ftill 
to  fubfift,  the  advocates  of  the  prefent  fyftem  will  nare  the 
fandion  of  time  and  the  rifle  of  changes  to  oppofe  to  ns*  which  will 
have  their  weight,  when  it  is  but  for  a  change  of  partiality  that 
We  contend. 

u  I  have  thought  thst  a  Parliamentary  Reform  had  much  more 
fimple  and  unerring  guides  to  lead  us  to  our  end,  I  mean  the 
true  principles  of  the  conftitution  and  the  rights  of  the  people. 
If  thefe  exift,  I  do  not  confider  myfelf  at  liberty  to  fpecuiate 
upon  fyftems.  I  have  no  choice  but  to  give  to  every  man  his 
own. 

«  But  this,  it  feems,  is  by  fome  thought  impra&icable;  and  die 
Rev.  Mr.  Wyvil,  in  his  letter  of  the  7th  of  December,  to  Alder- 
man Crofby,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Lcvery  of 
London,  which  has  been  publifhed,  very  concifely  decides  it  to 
be  fo;  for  I  prefume  the  objection  of  impracticability  is  not  con- 
lined  to  my  plan*  which  I  conceive  he  has  never  feen,  but  to  the 
extent  of  the  idea;  and  yet  Mr.  Wyvil,  in  the  fecond  addreis  of 
the  Yorkshire  Committee  to  the  Ele&ors  in  Great  Britain,  ipeak- 
ing  of  the  more  and  lefc  extenfive  plan,  fays,  (  That  the  diversity 
of  fentiments  does  not  arife  from  a  difference  of  political  princi- 
ples, for  in  them  there  is  an  entire  agreement;  but  folely  from 
considerations  of  a  prudential  nature.' 

«  How  far  it  is  wife  for  thofe  who  entirely  agree  in  principles 
upon  the  rights  of  men,  to  endeavour  to  perfuade  them  that  the 
recovery  of  their  birth-rights  and  moft  eflential  interefts  are  not 
reducible  to  pra&ice,  nor  attainable  by  any  regular  or  confti- 
tutional  efforts  of  theirs,  is  what  I  mutt  leave  to  others  to  de- 
termine.    But  the  truth  of  this  aflertion  is  what  I  can  never 
fubferibe  to.    I  cannot  but  think  that  this  nation/'  not  a  handful 
of  men  in  the  nation,  by  no  means,  but  that  the  nation  idclf, 
"  ever  has  its  own  power  by  peaceful  and  conftitutional  efforts  to 
do  itfelf  juftice,  and  that  nothing  can  render  attempts  for  this 
£urpofe  impracticable,  but  either  a  general  indolence  and  indif- 
ference to  all  that  requires  exertion,  though  for  the  nobleft  pur- 
pofes,  or  fuch  prejudices  to  favourite  fyftems  as  ft**4  divide,  the 
people."     And  after  this  there  is  this  remarkable^pajage ;    *  I 
Ihall  moft  fincerely  hope  that  plan  may  be  found  attainable;  but 
I  never  can  confent  to  tell  the  people,  and  I  hope  in  God  they 
never  will  believe,  that  the  recovery  of  any  right,  which  nature 
*nd  the  conftitution  has  given  them,  is  inipra&icable.     On  the 
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contrary,  convinced  myfelf,  I  wifli  them  ever  to  believe,  that 
whenever  they  pleafe  to  claim  them,  they  will  and  muft  have  the 
fell  extent  of  their  rights." 

And  how  were  they  to  have  them  ?  Not  by  rebellion,  but  by 
peaceful  and  conftitutional  efforts,  which  peaceful  and  constitu- 
tional efforts  can  be  made  in  no  other  way  than  by  colle&ing  the 
fentiments  of  the  people ;  and  if,  in  collecting  thofe  fentiments, 
they  write  libels,  they  muft  be  punifhed  for  them ;  if  they  refift 
a  Juftice  of  the  Peace,  in  the  execution  of  his  authority,  they 
muft  be  indided  for  the  riot;  if  they  do  any  thing  that  is  repre- 
henfible,  or  contrary  to  the  duty  of  peaceable  fubjeds,  let  the 
law  fatten  upon  them ;  but  it  can  never  be  faid  that  when  they 
were  meeting  to  confider  how  to  bring  about  a  Parliamentary 
Reform,  and  which  purpofe  is  fairly  imputable  to  them,  certainly 
it  cannot  be  faid  that  they  are  guilty  of  that  exalted  and  that  ex- 
orbitant tremendous  crime  laid  to  their  charge  upon  the  face  of 
this  indictment 

Gentlemen,  Mr.  Attorney  General  has  faid  this,  and  what- 
ever falls  from  a  Gentleman  of  his  juft  rank  and  education  de- 
ferves  great  attention;  he  fays,  what  could  they  mean  to  do,  for 
they  were  refolved  not  to  petition,  which,  by  the  bye,  is  not 
proved;  but  on  the  contrary  it  was  proved  by  the  Crown  wit- 
neflesthat  they  did  intend  to  petition:  but  fuppofing  it  to  be  fo, 
is  there  no  way  in  which  meetings  of  the  people  to  confider  how 
to  obtain  a  Reform  can  be  brought  about  without  petitioning  the 
Home  of  Commons  ?  There  are  other  ways  in  which  they  may 
take  into  confideration  the  itate  of  the  reprefentation ;  you  may 
have  conventions,  or  meetings,  to  confider  what  you  ihall  do 
when  the  Parliament  are  diuolved.  My  learned  friend  forgets 
that  the  Parliament  dies  a  natural  death,  and  that  the  people  then 
poffefc  their  rights  again  *,  and  when  you  have  Annual  Parliaments 
if  your  reprefentatives  betray  you,  if  they  do  not  anfwer  your  pur*- 
pofe,  you  have  then  an  opportunity  to  cnoofe  others  in  their  room. 
There  is  no  neceifity  of  choofing  the  fame  reprefentatives,  there- 
fore they  may  fay  wh'ea  they  come  to  choofe  the  next  Parliament, 
we  will  vote  for  no  perfon  who  is  difpofed  to  refift  our  natural 
right;  we  will  choofe  no  man  who  has  voted  for  a  calamitous 
war,  and  who  has  loaded  us  with  taxes ;  we  will  vote  for  none 
*hat  will  not  call  us,  the  people,  their  conftituents;  we  will  not 
hear  them  when  they  come  to  folicit  our  votes:  but  a  few  indivi- 
duals cannot  prevail,  and  therefore,  we  wifh  to  collect  the  ge- 
neral opinion;  and  we  will  not  affemble  in  great  numbers,  but,  to 
prevent  tumult  and  riot,  each  particular  diftriit  fends  one  trufty . 
Perfon  to  meet  thofe  of  other  focieties,  in  order  to  confider  how 
they  may  beft  obtain,  not  by  war  and  rebellion,  but  by  peace- 
able and  conftitutional  means,  thofe  juft  rights  which  it  is  their 
privilege  to  claim,  confiftent  with  the  juftice  and  the  law  of  the 
country;  but  this  the  people  muft  do  themfelves,  becaufe  a  court 
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oT  JiiftiCe  could  not  do  it  for  them,  cortfifterftly  with  the  admi- 
niftration  of  the  law:  but  a  court  of  juftice  could  do  that  which 
it  is  called  upon  to  do  in  this  cafe;  a  court  of  juftice  could  take 
notice  of  every  thing  that  marks  the  intention  of  the  man  to  that 
which  is  legal  for  him  to  do  In  the  exercife  of  his  rights,  but  it 
Would  not  on  any  preftifflption  of  evil  intention  puniffi  any  man 
for  legal  ads  done  in  purfuit  of  thefe  rights. 

Gentlertien,  the  next  thing  I  will  advert  to,  is  an  argument 
the  Attorney  General  made  ufe  of,  as  if  this  muft  be  by  implied 
force,  that  fuppofing  it  could  have  had  the  efftd  on  the  Htufe 
df  Commons,  in  making'  the  Houfe  feel  the  vaft  impreffion  of 
the  public  mind,  for  the  public  mind  always  has  a  great' weight 
in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  yet  that  if  tne  Parliament  was  to 
carry  up  a  bill  fot  the  royal  aflent,  for  univerfal  fuffrage,  that  the 
King  was  bound  to  reject  it ;  that  the  King  could  not,  without  a 
breach  of  his  coronation  oath,  confent  to  it.     I  cannot  conceive 
where  my  learned  friend  learns  that ;  and  if  my  learned  friend 
could  prove  that  we  had  fent  up  fuch  a  bill,  haa  all  the  infignia 
of  authority  before  us,  and  had  called  upon  the  magiftrates  to 
ptoteA  as,  that  we  confidered  ourfelves  die  legiflature,  and  fent 
lip  &  bill  to  the  King,  he  Would  have  been  in  a  different  condition 
to  that  ifchich  he  is  in  now ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  greateft 
men  have  confidered  that  the  King  might  grant  them  this  with- 
out the  Houfe  of  Commons.    I  never  heard  the  thing  argued 
but  from  the  Articles  of  Union  with  Scotland,  and  I  think,  that 
by  the  union  with  Scotland,  the  King  might  grant  Annual  Par- 
liaments and  Univerfal  Suffrage;  he  might  do  it  without  the 
cfthfeht  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  at  leaft  it  was  the  opinion  of 
Mr.  Locke,  a  man  next  to  the  immortal  Newton*  who  wrote  in 
defence  of  King  William's  title  to  the  throne*  and  whefe  writings 
are  known  to  every  man  who  hears  me;  who  ftates  that  right  of 
the  KiAg  on  this  ground,  that  he  -has  always  a  right  to  do  that 
which  is  abfolutely  neceflary  for  the  good  of  the  people.  He 
fays,  "  Things  of  this  world  are  in  fo  conftant  a  flux,  that  nothing 
remains  long  in  the  fame  ftate.     Thus,  people,  riches,  trade, 
power,  change  their  ftations,  flourishing  mighty  cities  come  to 
ruin,  and  prove,  in  time,  neglefted  defolate  corners,  whilft  other 
unfrequented  places  grow  into  populous  countries,  filled  with 
wealth  and  inhabitants.    But  things,  not  always  changing  equally, 
and  private  intereft  often  keeping  up  cuftoms  and  privileges  when 
the  reafons  of  them  are  ceafed,  it  often  comes  to  pafs,  that  in  go- 
vernments, wheVe  part  of  the  legiflature  confifts  of  reprefentatives 
chofen  by  the  people,  that,  in  time,  this  reprefentation  becomes 
very  unequal   and  difproportionate  to  the  reafons  it  was  ftrft 
eftablifhed  upon;    To  what  grofs  abfurdities  the  following  of 
cuftom,  when  reafon  has  left  it,  may  lead,  we  may  be  fatisfied 
when  >ve  fee  the  bare  name  of  a  town,  of  which  there  remains 
not  fo  much  as  the  ruins,  where  fcarce  fo  much  houfing  as  a 
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fend  as  many  reprefentatives  to  the  grand  aflembly  of  law-makers 
as  a  whole  county,  numerous  in  people  and  powerful  in  riches. 
This  ftrangers  {land  amazed  at,  and  every  one  muft  confefs  needs 
a  remedy,  though  moil  think  it  hard  to  find  one,  becaufe  the 
conftitution  of  the  legiflature  being  the  original  and  fupreme  ad 
of  the  fociety  antecedent  to  all  pontive  laws  in  it,  and  depending 
wholly  on  the  people,  no  inferior  power  can  alter  it ;  and  there- 
fore tne  people,  when  the  legiflature  is  once  conftituted,  having* 
in  fuch  a  government  as  we  have  been  fpeaking  of,  no  power  to 
a&  as  long  as  the  government  {lands,  this  inconvenience  is  thought 
incapable  of  a  remedy. 

"  Salus  populi  fuprema  kxy  is  certainly  fo  juft  and  fundamental 
a  rule,  that  he  who  iincerely  follows  it  cannot  dangeroufly  err. 
If,  therefore,  the  executive,  which  has  the  power  of  convoking  the 
legiflative,  obferving  rather  the  true  proportion  than  jafhton  of 
reprefentation,  regulates  not  by  old  cuftom  but  true  reafon,  the 
number  of  members  in  all  places  that  have  a  right  to  be  diilin&ly 
represented,  which  no  part  of  the  people,  however  incorporated, 
can  pretend  to,  but  in  proportion  to  the  aififtance  which  it  affords  to 
the  public ;  it  cannot  be  judged  to  have  fct  up  a  new  legiflature, 
but  to  have  reftored  the  old  and  true  one,  and  to  have  rdaified  the 
diforders  which  fucceflton  of  time  had  in&nubly,  as  well  as  in* 
evitably*  introduced  ;  for  it  being  the  intereft  as  well  as  intention 
of  the  people  to  have  a  fair  and  equal  reprefentation,  whoever 
brings  it  neareft  to  that  is  an  undoubted  friend-  to,  and  eftahlilher 
of  the  government,  and  cannot  mifs  the  oonfent  and  approbation 
of  the  community;  prerogative  being  nothing  but  a.  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  prince  to  provide  for  the  public  good  in  fuch  cales, 
which,  depending  upon  unforeseen  and  uncertain  occurrences,  cer-. 
tain  and  unalterable  laws  could  not  fafely  dired;  whatsoever 
fliall  be  done  manifeftly  for  the  good  of  the  people,  and  the  efta- 
biiihmg  of  the  government  upon  its  true  foundation,  is,  and 
always  will  be,  juft  prerogative."  And  then  he  goes  on  to  argue 
that,  upon  that  ground,  the  King  might  grant  that  untverfal  re- 
presentation of  the  people,  and  the  confent  of  the  people  coming 
not  by  the  aft  of  the  people  pulling  down  all  law,  afluming  the 
authority  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  beating  down  every 
thing,  but  (hewing  it,  by  the  widely  expanding  influence  of 
opinion,  Parliament  might  at  laft  feel  its  intereil  in  doing  that 
which  it  is  to  the  intereft  of  the  country  to  be  done.  . 

Gentlemen,  you  ought  to  know  that  this  book  I  am  reading, 
and  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  was  written  by  this  immortal  man, 
Mr.  Locke,  in  defence  of  King  William's  title  to  the  crown, 
againit  thofe  Jacobites  who  faidraat  William  was  a  ufiirper ;  and 
when  Dr.  Sacheverell  attempted  to  refute  the  doftxines  it  con- 
tained, by  reforting  to  the  exploded  doftrines  of  divine  here- 
ditary right  and  non-rcfiitance,  he  was  impeached  by  the  Com- 
mons 


mons  of  England,  and  found  guilty  by  the  Peers  for  aflerting 
thofe  principles. 

Gentlemen,  if  I  were  to  so  through  all  the  matter  that  I  have 
colle&ed  before  me,  all  that  intrudes  itfelf  upon  one's  mind  on  a 
febjeft  of  this  fort,  I  know  not  when  I  mould  get  through  with 
it.  My  (rrength  would  fail  me.  I  had  very  little  when  I  came 
into  Court,  and  I  have  infinitely  lefs  now.  Therefore*  I  muft 
recollect  that  I  have  more  matter  before  me  on  my  hand,  and  pro- 
ceed Go  it. 

Gentlemen,  the  next  thing  I  mall  proceed  to  is  to  recapitulate 
fuch  parts  of  the  evidence  as  I  think  material  for  the  proper  un- 
derftanding  of  this  cafe*  I  have  had  no  opportunity  to  coniider 
it,  or  to  think  upon  it,  but  in  the  interval  which  the  indulgence 
of  the  Court  and  your  indulgence  has  afforded  me,  and  that  has 
been  a  very  few  hours  this  morning.  But  it  occurred  to  me,  that 
die  beft  ufc  I  could  make  of  my  time,  and  to  difembarrafc  this 
caufe,  was  to  take  it  in  order  of  time,  to  fee  how  it  began,  how 
it  went  on,  and  what  were  the  ftages  and  refting-places,  in  order 
that  you  might  be  able  to  collect  it  diftinctly,  as  far  as  relates  to 
iht  written  evidence,  and  then  to  fee  h"w  that  written  evidence  is 
aiFe&ed  by  the  parole  evidence  in  the  caufe. 

ITie  firft  that  can  apply  to  the  London  Correfponding  Society 
is  their  original  addrefs,  and  the  refolutions  that  they  voted  upon 
it.  It  was  written  at  the  time  when  they  intended  to  correfpond 
with  the  fociety  which  had  been  before  inftituted  under  tbe  name 
of  the  Conftitutional  Society,  which  had  been  for  a  long  time 
filled  with  very  refpe&able  and  illuftrious  perfons.  The  London 
Correfponding  Society,  moil  undoubtedly,  did  not  conceive,  that 
in  aflbciating  with  the  members  of  this  fociety,  they  were  guilty 
of  any  mi  demeanour ;  if  they  had,  they  would  certainly  not 
have  made  it  public.  Therefore,  we  are  not  fo  much  to  look  at 
what  is  here  imputed,  as  what  is  bona  fide ;  and  we  (hall  fee  there 
is  not  a  fbadow  to  think  it  otherwife.  And  I  might  aflc  any 
man,  if,  in  the  hiftory  of  mankind,  there  is  an  initance  of  a  plot 
all  carried  on  in  the  public  newfpapcrs,  and*  in  the  open  day- 
light \  di\d  a  letter  carried  and  a  receipt  got  from  the  Poft-office 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  order  that  government  might  know 
what  they  were  about,  what  was  going  on*  This  paper  I  re- 
member being  fent  to  me. 

And  here  1  will  fay  a  word  of  the  tremendous  fort  of  evidence 
that  has  been  offered  in  this  caufe.  If  they  found  a  pamphlet,  or 
a  fong— there  was  a  fong,  for  inftance,  found  in  the  pofleffion  of 
Mr.  Hardy,  which  had  never  been  fpoke  of  in  the  fociety— 
which  had  never  been-recommendeci  in  the  fociety— which  might 
have  been  fent  to  him  by  fome  fpies— -or  might,  for  any  thing  that 
appears,  in  the  caufe,  have  been  thrown  down  his  area.™ 
But  if  is  found  upon  him,  and  he  is  fuppofed  to  adopt  all  the 
fentiments  that  are  found  in  this  fon£.     Why,  Gentlemen,  if  this 
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-^brt  of  evidence  is  to  be  adduced  as  a  proof  of  high  treafon,  ami 
I  was  to  be  taken  into.cuftody,  and  my  houfe  were  to  be  fearched, 
and  all  the  papers  that  I  have  were  feized,  there  might  be  books 
enough  found  in  my  houfe  to  hang  me  and  my  whole  family. 

Gentlemen,  I  hope  this  is  the  nrft  time,  and  the  laft,  that  fuch 
fort  of  evidence  will  be  produced,  unlefs  fome  condu&  corre- 
sponds with  it.  1  took  a  note  of  a  very  indecent  fong  that  had 
been  left  with  Mr.  Hardy;  and  I  find  that  there  is  no  evidence 

.  that  Mr.  Hardy  had  ever  fpoke  of  that  fong ;  and,  particularly, 
that  it  was  in  a  letter  addrefled  to  him — Mr.  Hardy  >  Jhoemakery 
Piccadilly.     So  then,  if  a  man  choofes  to  fend  me  a  fong,  and 

.  I  throw  it  away  with  deteftation 5  or,  becaufe  I  am  bufy,  I  may 
throw  it  on  one  fide,  and  am  taken  up  immediately  after,  this- 
fong  is  to  be  produced  in  evidence  againft  me. 

Gentlemen,  the  firft  thing  you  have  to  look  to  i§  this  addrefe, 
and  the  obje&  of  it  is  exactly  upon  the  plan  of  the  Duke  of 
Richmond ;  all  the  resolutions  are  to  the  fame  effe<5i,  and  it  is 
accompanied  with  a  declaration.  And  if  you  choofe  to  compare 
it  with  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  letter  to  Colonel  Sharman — 
if  you  choofe  to  compare  it  with  the  conduft  of  Honourable 
Gentlemen  in  Court,  who*  in  1780,  fat  in  the  city  of  London 
as  delegates  for  Weftminfter  j  for  Honourable  Gentlemen  are 
here  who  fat  as  delegates— -and,  what  is  more,  juft  before  tnis 
Convention  began  to  meet  in  Edinburgh,  there  was  a  meeting 

/in  Edinburgh  of  delegates  from  the  counties  of  Scotland,  for 
altering  the  conftitution  of  Parliament:  and  why  iheuld  the  Duke 
of  Richmond  take  all  the  bona  fide* s  upon  himfelf,  and  the  pri- 
foner  all  the  mala  fidi's.  There  was  a  meeting  in  Edinburgh, 
of  which  my  Lord  Abercrombie  was  chairman  ^  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate of  Scotland,  an  honourable  perfon  to  .whom  I  am  very  near 
allied,  and  in  which  alliance  I  am  very  proud,  all  the  Bar  of  that 
country  belonged  to  it,  and  who,  I  am  fure,  love  their  country  ; 
but  they,  perhaps,  were  more  cautious  than  thefe  people  in  what 
they  put  to  paper. 

Gentlemen,  die  Convention  met  in  the  fpring  of  1793,  at 
Edinburgh*  Before  that  rime  an  application  had  been  made  to 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  alter  the  ele&ion  laws  of  Scotland* 
That  motion  was  refufed  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  They  had 
a  right  to  refufc  it,  and  nobody  has  a  right  to  Qompel  them.  I 
do  not  contend  for  any  fuch  thing.  It  was  refufed — they  wculd 
not  hear  the  complaint  at  all.  There  was  a  meeting,  a  Conven- 
tion fo  called,  held  in  the  city  of  Edinburgh,  of  delegates  from 
all  the  different  counties  in  Scotland*  to^confider  of  the  beft 
means  of  obtaining  reform  in  the  election  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons.  That  is  it,  Gentlemen.  I  will  read  you  their  re- 
folution.  It  was  held  in  Edinburgh,  January,  1793.  The 
Lord  Chief  Baron  of  Scotland  in  the  chair  \  Sir  Thomas  Dun- 
das,  lately  created  a  peer  of  Great  Britain*   intending  moft 
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honourably  to  promote  the  caufe  by  ail  means,  and  Sir  Thomas 
Dundas  himfelf  (I  will  prove  it)  brought  up  the  refoiution 
which  they  publifhed  in  all  the  newfpapers,  fent  it  to  the  editor 
of  the  Morning  Chronicle,  paid  him  for  the  infertion  of  it,  and 
he  inferted  it  from  the  copy  given  him  by  Sir  Thomas  Dundas, 
now  Lord  Dundas.  And  I  will  prove  it,  that  the  Dean  and 
Faculty,  and  many  other  honourable  perfons,  aflTembled  for  alter- 
ing and  amending  the  election  laws;  not  for  petitioning  to  amend 
them,  but  for  altering  and  amending:  them.  Now,  for  any  man  to 
fay  rt  was  impudent  and  dishonourable  in  fuch  refpe&able  perfons, 
is  libellous  and  fcandalous ;  for  I  fay  it  would  be  very  unfair  to  put 
•different  conftru&ions  on  people's  expreifions  than  they  mean. 
When  thefe  people  were  delegates  choien  from  all  the  various 
parts  of  Scotland  for  die  purpose,  they  all  met,  and  they  fat 
mi  Convention ;  and  it  was  foon  after  that  you  will  find  that  the 
Brrtifh  Convention  in  Scotland  fat  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining 

Sarliameifttary  reform,  building  themfelves  upon  the  Duke  of 
Litihmond's  plan  in  1780,  of  fending  delegates ;  becaufe  dele- 
gates had  been  font  m  1780-^-becaufe  -delegates  were  at  that 
time  fitting ;  and  they  framed  a  bill ;  and  after  they  had  framed 
that  bill,  they  debated  k  elaufe  by  claufe ;  and,  after  that,  they 
font  it  to  the  different  counties  for  oonfideratiort.  Will  you  (ay 
4fhat  they  endeavoured  to  pull  down  his  Majefty  from  his  throne, 
becaufe  they  met  in  Convention  ?     Surely  not. 

Gentlemen,  in  ^he  book  which  I  hola  in  my  hand,  which  is 
Ae  firft  piece  of  evidence,  you  will  find  the  clear  diftind  object 
to  be  this:—- by  all  legal,  ^peaceable,  and  Gonftttuttonal  meafures, 
to  obtain  a  reform  in  the  reprefentation  of  the  people  in  Parlia- 
ment. Have  I  net  a  fight,  as  Counfel  for  thefe  men,  againft 
whom  not  a  contumelious  expreuaon  has  been  heard  againft  the 
.government  or  his  •Majefty, — nothing  but  a  farrago  of  hot 
ipeeches  by  other  people,  have  I  not  a  right  to  aflc,  that  you  give 
their  -declaration  -the  -feme  meaning  as  you  would  others  ?  Are 
you  to  give  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and  all  thqfe  other  perfons, 
credit  for  meaning  that  which  was  -right,  and  fiaften  upon  my 
client  treafon,  rebellion,  murder,  and  murder  of  the  opoit  deteft- 
abie  fort,  for  only  making  ufe  of  the  fame  ex-preiSons  i 

Gentlemen,  there  was  a  filence  in  Court,  and  I  do  not  mean 
to  fay  'that  the  filence  fhoufci  have  more  impreffion  upon  you 
than  it  ought.  I  'hope  «ot  «tP  fay  any  thing  to  give  offence  to 
any  body ;  but  this  <was  read  with  a  great  deal  ofeciat.  It  is  in 
Verfe. 

tt  UnWeftSby  virtue,  government  a  league 
*tt  -Becomes,  a  circling  junto  of  the  great, 
**  To  rob  bylaws  religion  mild,  a  yoke 
a  To  tame  the  ftooping  foul,:  a  trick  of  ftate 
M  To  mafktheir  rapine,  and  to  fhare  the  prey. 
M  "What  are  without -it  ienates,  lave  a  face 
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tc  Of  Confutation  deep  and  reafon  frtfe, 

"  While  the  determin'd  voice  and  heart  are  fold  ? 

iC  What  boafted  freedom,  fave  a  founding  name  f 

u  And  what  election,  but  a  market  vile 

.  "Of  flaVes  felf-barter'd  ? " 

Head  through  that  paper,  and  give  me  the  parallel  of  it.  No* 
there  is  no  man  living  can;  I  am  forry  to  lay  it,  that  the  age,  with 
all  its  light,  does  not  afford  fuch  a  poet  as  wrote  that.  Tnefe are 
the  words  of  Thomfon,  written  under  the  roof  of  Lord  Lyttle- 
ton;  and  thefe  men  are  fuppofed  to  be  letting  in  murder  and 
bloodfhed  under  the  (hade  of  that  great  and  good  man,  whofe 
pedeftal,  and  whofe  tomb  you  may  fee  in  the  mades  of  Hagley, 
placed  there  by  ihe  great  Lord  Lyttleton,  one  of  the  beft  men 
this  country  ever  knew;  whom  his  Majefty  took  under  his  pa- 
tronage; and  when  deferted,  as  men  of  genius  too  often  are,  per- 
haps at  Carlton-houfe,  the  then  Heir  Apparent  to  the  Crown 
took  pity  upon  this  great  man,  and  the  poem  on  Liberty  was 
written  under  his  patronage,  who  thought,  no  doubt,  that  it  was 
the  beft  way  and  mpft  fecure  that  the  liberty  of  the  Subjeft,  and  the 
rights  of  the  Crown,  fhould  be  intwifted  together ;  and  I  rejoice 
to  find  my  name  among  the  lift  of  thofe  who  are  to  fend  down  his 
name  to  pofterity,  and  to  whofe  memory  a  monument  is  to  be 
ere£r,ed  in  his  own  native  country,  owing  to  that  independent  fpirit 
which  {hows  itfelf  in  the  caufe  of  liberty;  and  yet  this  man  is  to 
be  hanged  in  1794,  and  it  is  to  be  prefumed  that  he  means 
robbery,  murder,  and  bloodfhed,  becaufethe  firft  aft  of  their  fociety 
is  ufhered  in  under  the  banners  of  this  great  man,  of  this  delight- 
ful poet  and  friend  to  the  conftitution  of  Great  Britain. 

Gentlemen,  the  next  piece  of  evidence  is  a  letter  from  Nor- 
wich, dated  nth  November,*  1792,  on  which  great  comments 
have  been  made,  but  which  I  do  think,  and  fhall  think  as  long 
as  I  am  capable  of  thought,  is  the  thing  that  fhews  the  bonafidtt 
of  this  fociety, — they  have  a  letter  from  Norwich,  dated  1  ith  >fo- 
vember,  1792,  (fee  page  165  of  this  work,)  which  letter,  they, 
fey,,  ihows,  that  even  as  early  as  the  year  1792,  they  defigped  to 
fubvert  the  government,  and  rip  up  the  monarchy;  and  lee  how 
this  is  made  out.  The  Norwich  fociety  for  political  information 
fay  they  are  "  defirous  of  holding  and  ftrenuoufly.  fupporting  the 
noble  ientHJients  which  youfo  lately  and  friendly  difperfed. among 
us."  They  then  ftate  that  they  had  fent  three  members  to  be 
incorporated  into  their  fociety.  Then  thefc  doubts  occur  to  them, 
and  you  will  pleafe  to  attend  to  them.  tt  Our  principal  defign  is, 
that  we  may  have  an  opportunity  of  knowing  more  cxacily  what 
may  be  thought  the  molt  eligible  fteps  to  be  taken  in  carrying  on 
this  great  buiinefs  of  our  aiiociated  brethren ;  and  to  have  an  op- 
portunity to  afk  fuch  fort  of  queftions  as  may  be  thought  very 
reafonable  among  the  brethren,  efpecially  when  we  think  that 
publications  are  covered  with  a  fort  of  obfeurity  in  them,  as  the 
.     Vol.  II.  Bb  '    Sheffield 
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Sheffield  people's  decltaratidh."  Ndw  obferve,  « the  Sheffield 
people's  declaration*  which  feertied  determined  to  furVpoit  the 
Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  only  5  but  fince  we  find,  in  4  printed 
letter  received  from  them  in  a  book*  thit  they  mean  to  abide 
by  fome  moderate  reform,  as  may  hereafter  be  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Friefids  of  die  People,  which  method  is  uncertain 
taus." 

S6  thit  although  they,  the  people  of  Sheffield,  are  fuppofed  to 
have  meant  front  the  beginning  anarchy,  murder,  and  rebellion, 
yet  the  perfonb  to  whotn  rney  are  writing  admit  it  with  mUecrely  j 
they  know  what  it  is,  they  fay  the  Sheffield  people  g<>upoh  the 
Duke  of  Richmond's  plan ;  they  fay  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of 
Hie  People,  whofe  proceedings  have  been  read  to  you,  do  n&t  in* 
tertd  to  go  fo  far ;  therefore  they  go  ort  arid  fay,  that  their  method 
was  to  i£em  ah  uncertainty:  one  man's  whim  is  as  good  4s  aftc* 
filer's  conceit;  and  that  was  the  obje&ion  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mohs.  Tell  us  what  fort  of  a  reform  it  is  you  want :  we  cannot 
gran*  it  you  uhlefe  you  tell  us  what  it  is  vou  are  wifhing  to 
bbfedri.  Agairi, «  We  find  that  the  Friehds  of  the  Pedple,  and  the 
fibeiety  for  Goriftitutional  Information  do  riot  exa&ly  ajgree-^we 
would  be  glad  to  know  the  reafon;  It  feeras  to  me,  *s  though 
the  difference  was  thfc : — the  Friends  of  the  Pebple  Aicah  only  a 
partial  reform,  becaufe  they  leave  out  the  words  ekpreffiitg  the 
Duke  of  Riehmond's  plan,  and  talk  otfly  of  reform,  while  the 
Marichefter  people" — I  will  paufe  here  a  moment;  here  is  one 
honeft  fet  of  men  writing  t6  another:  in  the  name  of  God  whak 
reafen  upon  earth  is  there  to  fuppofe  that  they  do  not  mtan  what 
they  write  ?  How  are  men  to  be  tried)  or  Whoever  tried  arty  man 
uport  fuch  grounds?  Then  they  fay,  and  I  will  give  the  gentle- 
men on  the  other  fide  all  the  benefit  of  it :  «  While  the  Jvftft- 
chefter  people  feem  to  intimate,  by  addreffirig  Mr.  Paine»"  wfttch 
I  tjtihg  a  very  fooliA  thing,  and  a  very  wrong  thirigj  but  I  wiH 
tell  you  all  about  that  by  and  by;  «  as  though  they  were  ftitettt 
upon  republican  principles  only.  Now  to  come  dofer  tfe  the 
main  queftion,  it  is  only  defired  to  know  whether  the  gertfcraKty 
tif  the  focieties  mean  to  reft  fatisfied  with  the  Duke  of  Ricftt- 
mond's  plan  only,  or  whether  it  k  their  private  defigrt  to  rip  u£ 
monarchy  by  the  roots,  and  place  democracy  in  its  {read,  I  fh*H 
jrowy  Sir,  give  you  an  exalt  account  of  what  plan  I  could  with  to 
obtain,  which  1  have  already  moved  for  at  our  general  meeting, 
viz.  a  fuH  and  equal  representation  Of  the  whole  bofy  of  the  people, 
a  general  fuffirage  of  votes,  And  annual  Parliaments." 

Now,  if  this  conspiracy  is  proved  at  all*  it  is  not  a  €0A$irac)r 
'of  four  or  Ave  perfohs,  out  it  is  a  confpiracy,  or  great  part  of 
this  evidence  could  hot  have  been  given,  of  perhaps  40,000 
pebple,  for  aught  I  know,  all  of  whom  are  involved  ih  the  paiafc 
and  penalties  of  the'law,  and  are  tenants  at  the  wiH  of  my  ho- 
nourable friend  the  Attorney  General,  if  this  man  at  the  bar 
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Could  be  convi&ed,  who  might  follow  up  the  oonviftion  to  all 
the  aflociated  (octettes.  The  author  of  this  fays,  «  he  has  pro- 
pofed  at  his  meeting,  and  it  has  been  adopted,  the  Duke  of 
Richmond's  plan  ;"  Uvs  he,  a  we  mean  to  obtain  univerfel  fuf- 
frage  and  annual  Parli&meots;"  yet  my  learned  friend  fays,  ah  J 
bvt  univeHal  fuffrage  and  annual  Parliament  mean  Cromwell's 
parliament,  when  put  in  oppofition  to  that  which  is  ftated  on  .the 
fece  of  the  letter. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  the  London  Correfponding  Society  in  anfwer 
write  tins  letter,  which  I  have  copied,  becaufe  it  was  not  printed  ; 
thev  lay,  they  recapitulate  in  their  letter  what  the  Norwich  people 
had  wrote,  and  which  I  fee  attracted  the  attention  of  the  Court : 
it  is  exa£Hy  juft  as  one  tra4efman  writes  to  another,  Sir,  I  have 
received  your  letter,  as  all  men  of  bufinefs  do  it ;  they  write 
again,  and  fay,  we  have  received  your  letter,  and  we  have  lent 
ymi  our  addrefles ;  you  write  to  us  your  propofitions  as  to  what 
we  mean  to  abide  by.  The  Attorney  General  fays,  it  is  lamely 
exprefled  ;  I  (ay  it  is  not :  but  they  go  on  and  fay, "  Let  your  endea«- 
rours  go  on  to  increafe  the  numoers  of  thofe  who  wmi  for  a  free, 
AiH,  and  equal  reprefentatkm  of  the  people,  and  leave  to  a  Par* 
Ikunent,  fo  ohofen,  to  form  plans  for  remedying  the  exifting 
absfes.  Should  they  not  then  anfwer  your  expectations  at  the 
year's  end,  you  may  ohoofe  others  in  their  ftead."  Why  theik 
this  is  an  anfwer  to  fthofe  who  ftate  what  they  mean  by  an  equal 
tqprefentation  of  the  people,  as  oppofed  to  npping  up  monarchy 
by  the  roots,  or  oppofed  to  any  other  fpecies  of  government; 
upon  what  principle  then  can  it  be  faid  this  is  not  a  bona  fide 
anfwer'?  Let  us  fee  if  they  go  on  with  it. 

Qentlomorb  the  next  thing  we  have  to  go  to  is  this  Conven- 
tion at  Edinburgh;  a  letter  had  been  written  by  Mr.  Skirving, 
which  Mr.  Skirving  was  conne&ed  with  thefe  very  focieties  who 
had  been  all  in  correspondence  together  upon  one  general  plan, 
ftnd  Mr.  Skirving  propofod  there  (hould  be  a  Convention  held  in 
£dinbttfgh. 

Gentlemen,  you  will  recoiled  the  opening  of  the  Attorney 
fionepalj  he  considers  that  the  origin  of  all  this  bufinefc  was  in 
tbt'Cor^e^>ondiag  Society  at  London  ;  and  that  all  thofe  other 
focieties  were  tools  in  their  hands;  whereas  the  project  of  a  Con- 
vention <does  not  originate  with  either  of  thefe  focieties,  but  in 
£dinhii0g|,  whose  there  was  a  Convention  holding  at  that  very 
tone,  fet&fr.  Skirving's  letter  is  dated  at  the  iarae  time,  in 
October  ?793*  and  in  January,  hi  that  year  1793,  the  Lord 
(Chief  Baton  an  <the  chair,  was  holding  a  Convention  to  obtain 
thisjdbfia  of  JRacliamortt;  and  it  was  nothing  but  natural  that 
*bey  rfhoidd  make  uic  of  the  fame  name,  and  have  delegates  as 
fptfll  at  they ;  in  cenfequence  of  that  Mr.  Skirving  writes  to 
Xonfaft  *  aao&ei*  is  jfee  ipifwer  and  inftru&ions  that  arcgi  ven. 

B  b  2  Now, 


Now,  Gentlemen,  I  have  often,  heard  itfaid  in  a  court  of 
juftice,  if  I  conftitute  an  agent,  I  am  bound  by  what  he  does, 
always  minding  this,  within  the  fcopc  of  his  agency.     If  I  fend  a 
man  to  buy  horfes  for  me,  if  he  fteals  them,  or  commits  high 
treafon,  I  hope  I  am  not  to  be  hanged  for  that  ;  if  he  goes  beyond 
my  inftru&ion  I  am  not  refponfible  for  it;  and  therefore,  as  for  as 
it  affeds  me,  you  are  not  advanced  one  fingle  ftep  in  your  journey. 
Now  then  you  are  to  fee  wliat  are  the  inftruflions  given  to  Mr. 
Skirving,  and  then  let  the  Solicitor  General  ihow  me  any  counter 
inftrudHons  that  he  has — can  he  (how  me  any  fecret  inftru&ions 
contradi&ory  of  thefe  public  inftru&ions?  No  fuch  thing;  you 
have  no  fuch  fyllable  of  evidence  in  the  caufe.    Now  I  will  read 
the  inftru&ions  to  you :  u  The  delegates  are  inftru&ed,  on  the 
part  of  this  fociety,  to  affift  in  bringing  forward  and  fupporting 
any  conftitutional  meafures  for  procuring  a  real  reprefentation  of 
the  Commons  of  Great  Britain."     Now,  what  do  you  fay  to 
that  ?  How  is  a  man  to  exprefs  himfelf  who  wants  a  reform  ? 
Here  is  no  ambiguity,  it  is  the  inftru&iqns,  the  letter  of  attorney 
for  one  man  to  ail  for  another;  fo  far  a  man  has  a  right  to  a£t; 
it  was  reckoned  right  in  Ireland ;  therefore,  to  prevent  holding  a 
Convention  in  Ireland,  they  naffed  there  a  Convention  Bill,  and 
made  it  a  mifdemeanour.     Mind,  Gentlemen,  I  am  not  vindi- 
cating any  thing  that  can  be  railing  diforder  in  the  country,  but 
I  fay  it  will  almoft  come  certainly  in  the  country  when  a  man  is 
not  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  laws  and  conftitution  of  his 
country.     If  a  man  has  done  wrong,  he  muft  be  punifhed  ac- 
cording to  the  meafure  of  that  wrong ;  if  he  is  turbulent,  he  muft 
be  punifhed  as  a  turbulent  perfon ;  if  he  has  written  a  libel  on 
the  administration  and  government  of  the  country,  he  muft  be 
punifhed  as  fuch ;  but  you  muft  not,  you  fhall  not  ftrain  the  law 
of  King  Edward  III.  and  fay  that  a  man  has  compafTed  the  death 
of  the  King,  that  he  has  attacked  the  facred  life  of  the  King, 
becaufe  he  has  gone  to  work  in  an  irregular  Way  to  obtain  a 
reform,  by  means  that  may  be  open  to  a  great  deal  of  obfervation 
as  far  as  it  goes;  but  you  fhall  not,  becaufe  of  irregularity,  by 
conftrudion  be  dragging  forward  into  a  court  of  juftice,  a  great 
mafs  of  evidence,  and  fay  that  is  provably  conviding  a  man. 
A  man  could   not  fleep   m  his   bed    after  fuch   a  conviction. 
.Why  then,  here  are  the  inftructions  of  the  Conftitutional  Society 
to  their  delegates,  joining  thofe  inftructions  of  the  Correfponding 
Society,  and  the^  Convention  fits.     Now  let  us  fee  what  is  the 
j>ropofition  of  the  Attorney  General,  and  what  is  it  upon  which 
the  Crown  lawyers  aik  you  to  condemn  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  with 
death :  it  is  not  that  he  endeavoured,  by  riot  and  tumult,  to  com* 
pel  the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  pafs  a  law  by  force ;  for  if  they 
had  gone  to  the  gates  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  faid  they 
would  have  a  reform  in  Parliament,  they  might  have  been  indi&ea 
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for  levying  war,  I  avow,  againft  the  Kang,  which  is  another  fort 
of  treafon,  as  Lord  George  Gordon  was,  who  was  acquitted, 
becaufe  the  Jury  did  not  think  there  was  fufficient  evidence  of 
his  intention ;  and  I  believe  as  they  did,  and  I  know  that  the  Jury 
who  acquitted  that  moft  unfortunate  perfon  were  always  fatisfied 
they  did:  and  you  will  fee,  in  the  Life  of  Dr.  Johnfon,  that  he 
faid,  tt  I  hate  Lord  George  Gordon,  but  I  am  glad  that  he  was 
not  conviftedof  this  conftru&ive  treafon;  becaufe,  though  I  do 
hate  him,  I  love  my  country,  and  I  love  myfelf. "  That  ftubbom 
reafoner,  Dr.  Johnfon,  faid  this  in  his  zeal  for  juftice;  and  this  is 
a  time  when  I  have  a  right  to  call  upon  you,  by  every  thins;  that 
is  facred,  for  juftice;  he  did  not  wifli  to  fee  a  law  broken  down. 
I  have  a  right  to  call  upon  you,  upon  every  thing  that  can  poflibly 
a/Fed  men  with  principles  of  juftice,  to  liften  to  me  with  the 
greateft  attention.  You  will  confider  I  ftand  here  for  an  humble 
individual  at  the  bar;  you  will  confider  that  the  country  has  been 
violently  agitated}  you  will  confider  that  I  have  the  whole 
authority  of  the  Crown  againft  me ;  you  will  confider  that  the 
Parliament  has  been  fitting  upon  ex  parte  evidence,  without  hear- 
ing the  other  fide:  I  am  not  finding  fault  with  Parliament,  but 
they  come  with  fuch  a  weight,  that  it  requires  all  the  piercing 
eye  of  reafon,  under  the  guidance  of  the  moft  genuine  humanity; 
it  requires  firmnefs,  manlinefs,  and  integrity,  to  do  juftice  in  fuch 
a  caufe;  and  I  am  utterly  aftonifhed  when  I  look  at  the  clock 
and  fee  how  long  I  have  been  fpeaking  to  you,  that  I  am  ftill  on 
my  legs.  I  feel  my  mind  wounded,  agitated,  irritated,  and 
diftrefted,  that  if  this  caufe  fhould  mifcarry,  though  I  know  that 
I  (hall  have  juftice  done  me  for  the  honeft  intention  of  exerting 
myfelf  in  the  defence  of  that  poor  man  who  ftands  there  at  the 
hazard  of  his  life,  yet  I  know  what  I  fay,  When  I  fay,  if  on  this 
evidence  in  England  a  man  can  be  convided  of  high  treafon,  of 
this  accumulative  and  conftruftive  fort,  it  will  be  attended  with 
dangerous  cdnfequences ;  no  man  will  know  whether  he  has  a 
life  that  he  can  poflibly  call  his  own,  or  that  he  is  fafc  for  a  fingle 
moment,  when  he  does  not  know  from  what  fource  it  may  be 
attacked,  or  what  evidence  may  be  thrown  on  him  in  order  to 
deftroy  his  life. 

Gentlemen,  where  is  the  limit  of  this  confpiracy  ?  Is  it  between 
the  committee  of  correfpondence  and  co-operation,  who  are  the 
agents  of  other  people  ?  Are  they  only  to  be  guilty,  or  the  whole 
Conftitutional  Society,  or  the  whole  Correfponding  Society;  or  all 
the  populous  towns  in  England  and  all  their  manufacturers  in- 
volved in  it  ?  You  would  not  leave  the  King  half  his  fubje&s  if 
you  were  to  carry  fuch  a  law  into  execution.  We  ftand  in  afitu- 
ation  which  requires  the  greateft  prudence,  which  requires  the 

Srreateft  caution ;  and  we  ought,  at  a  time  when  men  are  finding 
ault  with  their  governments,  we  ought  to  (how  that  our  go* 
vexnment  ought  to  be.  protected,  becaufe  of  the  benefits  it  brings 
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f  long  with  it.  And  from  thofe  countries  where  -corruption  ha$ 
proceeded  lb  far  as  to  (ap  the  foundations  of  their  goverrtgMnt% 
the  people  of  Europe  will  fly  here  for  fan&uary  and  pfote&ioo, 
w.hcn  they  read  the  account  of  this  trial  >  they  would  cppie  here 
with  their  flying  families,  with  their  little  Swings  from  the  ge- 
neral wreck,  as  the  dreadful  u»haj>py  confluences  of  not  at- 
fending  to  proper  and  timely  reforms,  but  differing  corruptions 
to  come  to  fuch  a  head  as  to  caufe  the  wh<>le  fabrick  of  their  go- 
vernment to  fall  into  ruin.  They  wotuld  cow  to  this  country, 
and  would  fay,  Long  live  the  King  !  They  would  (ay,  Long 
live  the  conftitution  of  England  ! — this  is  the  only  fon&uary  that 
will  protect  us.  For  although  the  Houfe  of  Coi^m^ns  have  de- 
clared men  gujlty  upon  €*  parte  evidence,  and  tried  all  ways  and 
means  to  have  every  man  fufpected  as  a  Jacobin,  and  delivered 
over  to  deteftation,  all  this  will  not  do  in  England :  and  although 
the  Jurors  are  men  that  love  the  coriftitution— -are  men  attached 
to  your  King,  as  I  hope  you  are,  if  you  are  men  attached  to  the 
coriftitution  in  all  its  forms,  and,  above  all,  to  the  administration 
of  juftice,  that  ftands  upon  them — all  this  would  not  do  in  Eng- 
land ;  tjie  Jury  gave  no  verdict  of  approbation  or  disapprobation 
of  what  was  done  by  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  but,  like  fconeft 
men,  they  looked  to  the  law  as  their  great  pole -.far  to  direct 
them  in  the  courfe  of  their  duty ;  $nd  upon  the  xnofk  trying  oc- 
cafiort  that  ever  fell  to  the  lot  of  humanity,  acquitted  a  pkiu 
hoqeft  Englishman  of  the  crime  of  treafan,- which  his  heart  de- 
tefted,  and  which  there  was  no  evidence  given  to  eftablifli.— 
f  heji  we  have  a  coriftitution  glorious  indeed !  apd  whatever  elfe 
is  gone  away  from  us,  yet  we  have  a  fheet-anchor  ftill  remaining 
which  keeps  up  the  veffel  of  ftate.  And,  I  tntft,  amidft  all  the 
{hocks  of  party — arnidft  all  the  turbulencies  of  ftate,  you  will 
have  the  adminiftration  of  juftice  pure  and  uitfullied  in  tb*  kfte* 
grity  ai\d  independence  of  the  Englffh  bar.  The  Cougfel  for 
the  Crown  muft  come  forward  and  do  the  duty  aligned  to  them, 
as  I  come  forward,  whatever  may  be  the  confluence,  Co  defend 
the  innocence  of  him  who  is  charged  by  the  laws  of  the  country 
with  the  crime  of  high  treafon. 

Gentlemen,  the  papers  of  this  Convention  wece  all  feteed  by 
government.  What  their  proceedings  were  they  heft  know ;  we 
can  only  fee  what  part  they  choojfe  to  (how  us  >  and  that  is  only 
fuch  parts  (elected  as  they  think  fit,  to  (how  what  is  neceflary  tor 
them  to  (how.  .  And  I  alk  you  the  queftiort)  is  the**  my  man— 
for  there  again*  when  one  compares  France,  while  u&der  a  de- 
fpotic  governn>ent  (where  men  were  hurried  away  in  fecret)  to 
an  enlightened  affcmj>ly,  full  of  ears  and  eyes,  wl  intelligence; 
where  a  man  is  (peaking  to  a  Jury,  he  is  {peaking  to  the  country 
at  large— I  (ay,  is  there  a  roan  within  the  reacj\  of  my  voice  that 
will  fay  it  is  within  the  cojppafc  of  human  belief,  for  £0yPQ0L  a 
year  and  ?  dukedow  for  helievkig  U>  ttat  thus  Convention  affunaed 
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all  the  funfltons  and  authorities  of  the  ftate  ?  He  rhight  fey  fo, 
to  be  fure,  for  the  fake  of  the  dukedom  and  20,oool.  a  year; 
hut  it  is  not  within  the  compafe  of  human  credulity  to  be- 
lieve it 

They  met  there  for.  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  their  reform  in  a 
cbnftkutiorial  iftanner.  How  is  any  other  intention  proved? 
What  Were  thefe  funds  for  carrying  the  vaft  defigns  imputed  to 
them  into  execution  ?— -7s.  one  day,  9s.  another,  and  in  the 
whole,  I  thiHk,  15L  odd>  in  the  feffion  of  Parliament — but  I 
fnilft  dedud  two  bad  (hillings.  If  they  were,  in  fafts  the  Par- 
liameitt,  and  eonfidered  themfelves  as  representatives  of  the  whole 
people,  they  had  got  their  reform,  they  had  nothing  more  to  cefr- 
fider  ab£ut.  Wrneh  will  you  have  then  ?  Were  they  a  Conven- 
tion of  the  Societies,  or  a  Convention  of  the  People  ?  If  they 
were  a  Convention  of  the  Societies,  the  thing  is  oVer,  becaiile 
all  thefr  language  is,  that  every  thing  is  to  be  done,  whenever  the 
Parliament  come  to  fee  it,  fo  and  fo.  And  the  very  rhan  whofe 
book  they  fo  imprudently  r>uMi(hed — of  which  I  (hall  fay  fohle- 
thing  to  foil  by  and  by,  and  (how  how  it  happened ;  this  is  a  book 
fK  fix  6r  (even  hundred  pages ;  and  Mr,  Paine,  With  all  his  en- 
ihity  to  monarchy,  never  inculcated  that  his  plan  was  to  be  exeu 
ttited  by  force,  if  he  had,  I  apprehend,  it  would  have  been  high 
tfreafim ;  but  they  did  not  try  him  for  high  treafon,  he  was  in- 
dialed  for  a  riiffdetneanour — He  fays,  tftat  the  people  of  a  country 
haVe  a  right  to  change  its  government.  And  I  know  fonte  of 
the  greateft  lawyers  in  England*  nay,  the  Attorney  General  then 
(aid,  the  quefttori  is  not,  what  the  people  have  a  right  to  &>>  for 
the  people  undoubtedly  are  the  origin  and  foundation  of  go»- 
Vern'ment ;  but  if  a'  rrian  will  call  on  tfie  people  to  exercife  their 
rigtot,  as  it  goes  to  unfettle  a  ftate,  therefore  the  propagation  of 
thofe  doctrines  are  feditious.  There  is  no  other  Way  of  de- 
ferring a  libel  than  that.  You  fay  the  people  of  England  have 
a  right  to  change  their  government — it  is  a  truifm,  for  they 
have  changed  their  government :  but  if  I  write  books  to  make 
the  £e6ple  difcoritehted  with  their  form  of  government,  and  fey 
<e>  tftem,  Change  your  government — get  rid  of  it  as  foon  as 
you  can,  and  go  about  defiring  the  people  to  do  this  without 
forcfe,  it  is  a  mifdemeanour.  And  now  1  will  (how  you  what 
die  law  is  upon  that  important  branch  of  it*  in  the  cafe  of  a  pub- 
lication of  a  libeh  The  greateft  names  in  the  law  have  been  at 
tlie  greateft  vartamfe  upon  that  fiibjedt.  The  greateft  men  have 
conffdercd,  that  when  you  eftablifli  the  faft  of  the  publication, 
xhh  intention  was  matter  of  law,  that  the  charge  was  the  publi- 
cation. But  Lord  MansfteH,  long  before  the  libel  bill  was  ever 
thought  of,  (aid  this ;  and  I  know  it  was  his  opinion,  as  delivered 
in  the  cafe  of  tfte  King  and  Woodfall,  in  the  5th  of  Burrows *s 
Reports.  He  fays,  u  Where  the  aift  is  complete  crime,  there 
the  intention  is  the  inference  of  the  law,  if  the  defendant  calls 
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on  witneffes  to  rebut  it;  but  where  the  aft  is  indifferent,  or  that 
the  crime  is  only  criminal  in  a  certain  degree*  and  the  crime 
confifts  in  that  acl  being  done  with  a  particular  intention,  there 
the  intention  is  matter  of  faft,  and  matter  of  evidence  for  die 
Jury/*  And  therefore,  although  in  a  long  current  of  time  other 
criminal  laws  have  undergone  various  alterations,  yet  fo  tender 
have  the  Parliament  been  of  this  point,  that  they  have  made  no 
alteration  at  all  as  to  treafon ;  and  here  the  crime  is  the  inten- 
tion— In  other  cafeF,  it  muft  be  the  aft.  In  this  cafe  you  can- 
not fay  I  compafs  the  King's  death  without  intending  it.  And 
yet,  Gentlemen,  it  has  been  faid  by  fome,  it  was  faid  by  the 
Lord  Chief  Juftice  Clerk  in  Scotland,  frbm  whom,  it  feems,  we 
'  are  to  take  our  leflbn  upon  the  fubjeft  of  high  treafon,  that  a 
man  might  be  guilty  of  high  treafon  without  intending  it.  He 
might  be  guilty  of  levying  war,  becaufe  if  he  gets  by  accident 
into  a  (ituation  with  arms,  he  is  doing  a  thing  that  is  rebellious, 
though  he  never  read  the  aft  of  Edward  III.  but  he  cannot  be 
indicted  for  compafling  the  King's  death  without  intending  it. 
And  I  will  give  up  the  caufe  this  moment,  if  it  is  poflible  for 
any  man  to  tell  me,  that  it  is  not  neceflary  that  the  Jury  fiiould 
believe  that  the  party  did  intend  doing  the  aft,  and  knew  the 
medium  by  which  that  intention  was  to  be  brought  about,  and 
not  making  the  law  fay  he  is  guilty  from  the  inevitable  confe- 
quences,  but  by  intending  to  bring  about  fuch  a  circumftance. 
I  fay,  this  is  fo  far  from  being  a  like  cafe  of  attacking  the  Kin^, 
that  I  declare  I  think  there  is  no  way  in  which  the  King's  life 
could  be  better  fecured,  or  more  lively  to  be  permanent,  than  by 
a  more  full  and  equal  reprcfentation  of  the  people;  and  that 
meeting  and  coniulting  to  bring  about  that  end  has  no  afpeft  as 
that  imputed  in  this  indiftment  of  compafling  the  King's  death, 
but  bears  quite  the  other  way. 

Gentlemen,  this  Convention  was  feized.—- > Did  they  pafs  a 
law  ?  Did  they  levy  money  ?  Did  they  aflume  the  funftions  of 
Parliament?  The  Crown  can  indemnity  whom  they  will..  The 
Attorney  General  need  not  bring  fpies  here ;  he  can  fecure  any 
peifon  to  become  evidence,  though  he  has  been,  bona  fide,  en- 
gaged in  the  tranfaftion  himfelf :  the  King  may  grant  him  a 
pardon,  and  he  might  have  had  the  whole  fociety  to  prove  the 
prifoner  guilty  of  high  treafon.  And,  Gentlemen,. the  delegates 
could  not  commit  high  treafon  if  their  conftituents  did  not  in- 
tend it.  Then,  if  you  fay  we  invefted  it  in  the  conftituents, 
you  muft  involve  in  the  pains  of  treafon,  or,  at  leaft,  in  a  trial 
for  treafon,  which  is  almoft  as  bad  as  the  treafon  itfelf — I  fay, 
you  muft  involve  in  the  horrors  and  apprehenfions  of  pains  and 
profecution,  every  man  who  has  corresponded  with  thefe  focie- 
ties,  becaufe  every  man  who  has  correfponded.  with  them  is  a 
party  in  the  confpiracy.  Then  every  thing  that  any  man  has 
i^id  or  wrote  to  them,   he  is  to  take  a  trial  for,  whereby  he 
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-WaAfes«ius  Arengtb,  and,  perhaps,  what  k  iworfej  k  to  bede* 
pn  ved  of  life ;  but  which  I  do  not*  fear,  -when  I  hahrctKefe  honour- 
able Gentlemen' before  me.  •  •.  ,  \, 

Gentlemen, 'when  this  ConveAti6n  #ei*ldifptrfcd,  how  were 
theyxiiiperfed ?  Whehthe  maglfttaies  cime^in,  Mafgarot  wis 
in  the  chair,  and  he  would  not.  leave  it,  bocaufe  he  Considered 
that  he  Was  doirig  no  hatai,  anrfthat'theobjedbf  their  naeitirig 
was  a  legal  and  Conftitutional  one.  I  will  not  Yi&e  difcufs  whe- 
ther fcfras  foornot,  becaufe  I  will  riot  gaotit  of  .mr  Way  to  dif- 
cufs unneceflTary  queftions  \  but  he  thought  it  was  legal  andxbrt^ 
ftitational,  and  therefore  he  refufed.  He  faid,  u  No,  I  will  not 
leave  the  chair 5"  till  the.  Lord  Provoft  touched  him  on  the 
fhoulder,  and  the  Convention  broke  up. 

Thus  terminated  this  Convention — this  rrtat Parliament;  and 
aftfcr  h  had  broke  up,  Mr*  Muir,  Mr.  Palmer,   Mr.  Skirvii 
M*.  Margfcrot,  -and  fttae  others,  were  brought  to  their  tris 
For  ifehat?    Not  for  high  treafbn,  but  for  a  mifdeineanoiir.     Jf 
the  MagHferatfct  and  Judges  of  Edinburgh  had  thought  that  tHe 
holding  of  tUat  Convention  wis  high  treatbn,  Who  is  to  aijfwer 
•for  the  niSiprifion  of  ffhat  tffeaibn  ?    They  .were  profeculed  for  'a 
Hdfdemeanbur.    I  think  thfey  were  :  wKtaigfullV  corividbd.    I  *de- 
livertd  that  ferttiment,  afe  far  as  rfiy  vote  would  go  in  the  Hbufe 
of  Commons,  that  they  were  ib;  and  I  wished  tb  hav*e  an  op- 
portunity, as  I  may  ftili,  to  fee  vfhat  was  done  ipon  that  occa- 
sion. / 

On  the  trhd  of  Mr.  Muir,  challenges  x>{  Jurors  who  hW  ptb- 
fcribofl  him  w*re  rejsftedi*  feveral  obj&tibns  in  point  of  law 
over-rttied,  and  MfeVersB  in  point  of  evidence  were  al(b  over- 
ruled* I  am  fbrry  the  Conftitutionkl  Society" have  wrote  in  the 
way  they  have  concerning  it.  1  do  not  approve  of  it.  Sutydu 
muft  always  extenuate  what  men  do  in  great  heat.  •  They  faW 
thefe  men,  whom  they  'efteemed  as  their  friends,  and  who,  In 
thdir  confeiences  they  beloved  had  done  no  harm,  but  endea- 
voured peaceably  v  to  enlighten  the  minds  of  their  heighbours 
upon  fnbje£h  of  the  greater  unportance~theyfa$v  them  the  tirfl 
vi&ims  of  a  tremendous  fentence  equivalent  to  felony,  fuch  as  I 
ifaownevdr  happened  before — I  think,  never  will  happen  agajn 
wkh  impunity.  And  yet,  fmce  we  are  upon  the  fubjett,  I  fhall 
throw  no  afperft6xis  5  but  I  will  fay  this,  that  mert  may  be  mif- 
ti&en — arid  I  think  they  were  miftaken.  I  1cnow  they  were 
vriftaken:  and  1  am  extremely  (brry  they  have  conducted  thofe 
judgements  in  the  wijl  that  they  have.  Why,  Gentlemen,  as 
much  of  the  evidence  in  this  caufe  as  ccinfumed  half  a  day  was 
anathemas  agairtft  the  Judges  for  thofe  Sentences. 

Gerfdeirten,  the  very  fame  things  have  been  moved  in  other 
public  aififtnbHes,  and  been  rfagtffred-~not  upon  the  idea  that  it 
was  criminaij  but  Upon  tHejgrp&nd  that  it  Was  neither  wife  rtor 
prudent  to;  do  fo.  tct  tis  canraW^then,  that  ifutfte  midft  of  heat  and 
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•  rtflmeft,  they  came  to  thefe  refohitions,  and,  among  other  things 
fame  good  and  fame  imprudent.  They  {peak  of  Lord  Chief 
Juftice  Jefferies,  and  refolve,  tt  That  thofe  who  imitate  his  ex- 
ample deferve  his  fate."  Why,  Gentlemen,  that  is  not  trea- 
son ;  if  they  h^d  ocmfpired  to  kill  them  in  the  execution  of  their 
jDffices,  that  is  not>high  treafon:  it  may  be  irreverent!,  but  is  not 
high  treafon.  But  it  is  all  to  he  jumbled  together,  and  then  it  is 
to  amount  to  high  treafon. 

Gentlemen,  it  isimpoffible  to  name  the  name  of  Jefferies, 
without  recolle&ing  what  our  anceftors  have  done  for  us ;  and 
that  is  what  was  meant  by  that  fociety  by  refilling  as  their  an- 
ceftors had  do&e.     Mr.  Hampden  refilled  the  payment  of  {hip- 
money,  the  aft  having  paffed  when  the  Houfe  of  Commons  was 
not  properly  rfeprefented  by  the  expulfion  of  one  of  their  mem- 
bers.   I  fee  in  my  memory,  when  Mr.  Wilkes  was  expelled  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  it  was  contended,  that,  they  had  no  right  to 
pais  fuch  a  law:  and  when  a. man  was  taxed  it  was  (aid  that  the 
Jaw  was  not  good,  they  would  not  paw  it,  becaufe  they  were  not 
properly  reprefented.     And  that  is  all  thefe  people  mean  when 
they  talk  of  refilling  by  force~-~when  they  fpeak  of  Jefferies, 
and  refolve  that  thofe  who  imitate  his  example  deferve  his  fate. 
It  is  an  awful  thine,  but  a  faft,  that  when  Lord  Chief  Juftice  of 
England,  he  dented  juftice  to  an  innocent  man,  Sir  Thomas  Arm- 
ftrong, who  ^eing  outlawed,  when,  he  came  into  Court  pleaded 
that  he  was  cut  of  the  country  at  the  time  of  the  fentence,  and 
that  therefore  he  had  a  right  to  reverie  his  outlawry.     Sir  Tho- 
mas Armftrong  faid,  "  Sir,  I  befeech  you,  alloWvme  the  law.    I 
proteft  my  own  innocence."    Jefferies  fiud,  "  Sir  Thomas,  you 
may  amule  yourfelf  as  much  as  you  pleafe  with  the  idea  of  your 
innocence*  out  I  inform  you*  that  you  are  to  he  hanged  next 
.Friday.'9     The  daughter  of  Sir  Thomas  came  into  Court,  and 
:  pleaded  for  her  father;  and  be  faid,  "  Take  that  woman  out  of 
Court  \"    In  the  bitternefs  of  her  anguifh  (he  anfwered  him, 
that  God  Almighty's  judgements  would  light  upon  him !  and 
they  did  light  upon  him-— he.  fell  a  (acrifice  to  an  injured  peo- 
ple :  and,  upon  the  Revolution  which  happened  foon  after,  tk 
patties  were  called  to  a  feyere  account,  and  it  was  declared  that 
Sir  Thomas  was  murdered  *  and  not  only  that,  but  the  proceed- 
ings were  ordered  to  be  taken  off  the  file  and  burnt. — Walpak, 
who  was  Attorney  General*  and  refufed  the  writ  of  error,  was 
expelled  the  Houle  for  his  mifdemeanour. — The  executors  came 
before  the  Court,  and  they  were  called  upon  to  make  fatisfafhon 
to  the  daughter  of  Sir  Thomas  Armftrong.    Thefe  are  great 
monuments  of  juftice— they  ought  never  to  pafs  from  our  me- 
mories ;  and,   though  I  do  not  approve  of  refolutions  of  this 
nature,  do  not  let  us  go  beyond  the  mark,  and  fuppofe  that  men 
are  dUaife&ed  to  the  country,  becaufe  they  feel  a  fort  of  pride  in 
that  which  they  think  constitutes  their  cpuntry's  glory. 

.   The 
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The  Convention  being  difperfed  and  the  men  being  prolecuted* 
now,  Gentlemen,  let  me  afk  you,  was  it  fair  tljat  government, 
having  a  knowledge  of  all  the  proceedings  that  were  going  on  at 
that  time,  fhould  bring  in  a  Convention  Bill  in  Ireland,  and 
make  it  a  mifdemeanour  ?  — That  it  fhould  try  Mr.  Muir* 
Mr.  Palmer,  and  Mr.  Margarot  as  fuch  ?  And  they  brought 
forward  a  man  in  their  defence  who  is  an  inveterate  enemy  to 
parliamentary  reform ;  and,  though  he  thinks  it  would  not  be 
beneficial,  yet  he  is  a  lover  of  public  juftice— I  mean  Mr. 
Adam, .  who  maintained  that  their  fentences  were  unjuft.  Was 
it  then  to  be  wondered  at,  that  when  thefe  men  faw  that  fuch  pro- 
ceedings had  been  cenfured  by  refpedable  men,  that  they  fhould 
vindicate  what  they  had  done  ? 

And  I  afk  you,  Gentlemen,  and  I  have  great  confidence  in 
fpeaking  to  you,  for  this  t eafon,  becaufe  I  have  marked  your 
vigilance— I  afk  you,  whether  you  believe  it  poffible,  that  if  they 
had  known  that  the  meeting  of  the  Convention  was  high  trea- 
fon,  they  would  have  fent  to  invite  the  Friends  of  th?  People  in 
Frith  Street,  Soho,  to  join  in  convention  with  them— that  they 
fhould  publtfh  in  the  papers,  and  diftribute  through  the  cofFee- 
houfes,  all  thofe  publications  that  have  been  given  in  evidence ; 
and  yet,  no>t  a  hint,  not  a  proclamation  againft  it  ?  There  was 
no  notice  taken  of  it  till  the  very  day  that  an  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman, a  friend  of  mine,  Mr.  Grey,  gave  notice  of  his  pre- 
facing to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  a  petition  for  a  reform  in 
Parliament  At  that  moment  all  this  bufinefs  of  the  Procla- 
mation, and  all  that  followed,  began.  At  that  time  every  thing 
fead  been  publifhed — all  thefe  people  had  met  in  convention — 
everv  thing  of  the  fort  had  been  done;  yet  there  was  not  an 
indictment  for  a  mifdemeanour  on  the  file.  Mr.  Paine's  Firft 
Part  of  the  Rights  of  Man  had  not  then  been  profecuted.  But 
I  am  not  finding  fault  with  that.  The  government  had  trufted 
it  to  men  of  honour,  by  whofe  means  the  country  is  ftill  fafe. 
But  I  afk  whether  you  can  believe  that,  if  thefe  people  in  their 
own  minds,  in  holding  this.  Convention,  intended  the  railing  a 
dcteftable  rebellion  to  cut  off  the  King,  to  aflume  the  authority 
of  the  legiflature,  and  fubvert  all  law  and  morality,  that  they 
would  have  complained  and  publifhed  thofe  complaints,  that  their 
delegates  had  been  improperly  treated,  profecuted,  and  fent  with 
felons  to  Botany  Bay,  and  all  their  refolutions,  and  all  their  hot 


a  colour  of  pretence  for  mppofing  that  there  is  any  thing  relates 
to  the  accomplifhment  of  the  crime  which  is  the  fubje£t  of  this 
caufe. 

Gentlemen,  when  this  Convention  was  thus  difperfed,  and  the 
people  profecuted,  feme  other  unfortunate  things  happened.   The. 

C  c  %  calamities 


ofitbc mr  began > to  prcfs  very  fore*  A  great  nura* 
bfir  of  .people,,  very  excellent  friends  to  their  country,  confidered 
that  the  French  had  a  rigHtxo.maicca  goyernment  for  tbemfelves, 
*Ebey.  thought  it  was  by  no  means  a  j lift. thing  for  the.  Monarch 
c£*  free  country  to  interfere..  (I  do-not  mean  the  King,  by  .thau- 
k'will'come'to  that  by.  and  by,.)  But  a  great  number  of  perfoas, 
and  of  the  higheft  ranlc  too,  felt  great  ibdignatioji  that  the  Com- 
bined* Rowers  of  Europe  (liquid  oppcefs  ,an  unbappy  country, 
And  who  knows  that  that  oppreffion  has  not  been  the  caufe  of 
all  .that  treachery,  and  of.  the  many  ferious  cwfcquer*ce>  due 
havf  happened  i  Who  knows  that,  if  rtljey  had  been  left  to  thenv 
felves,  they  would  not  have,  renovated  their  country  in.  peace  and 
happinefs  ?  Inftead  of  which,  opprefledxm  all  fides  by  foreign 
AieSt  and  by  treachery  within,  fufpicion  hovered  over  thonv  No 
man  could  look  at  his  neighbour  without  knowing  that  be  was 
of  a  particular  party  that  wifted  to  <cut(oflv  another  party — 
tyranny  and  injuftice  producing  all  thefe  fatal  confequences.  I* 
was  thought  by. many,  that  it  would,  have  been  infinitely  better 
if  all  that  could  have  been  avoided.  And  thqugh  my  clients  are 
charged  with  letters  as  late  as  November,  179^.  written,  to.  the 
French  Convention,  yet  that  they  are  to  be  corjfidered  as  friends 
to  the  eftablifhment  of  that  conftitution  I  think  it  can  by  no 
means  follow. 

Gentlemen,  at  the  end  of  the  year  1792,  previous  to  the  .break- 
ing out  .of  this  war,  the  King  withdrew  his  AmhaiTador  from 
France,  when  the  cataftrophe  of  this  fatal  war.  began. .  That 
country,  under  its  new  conftitution,  or  new  anarchy,  wJi^cbcver 
youpleafe,  wilhed  for  nothing  but  peace  with  this,  country;  it  was 
alledged,  that  they  had  introduced  fpies  into  this*  country,  that 
they  had  correfpondence  with*  focieties  here,  for  the  purpofe  of 
introducing  French  principles;  and  that,  therefore  we,  ibould 
hazard  all. the  confequences  of  a  war;  that  it  was.  neceflsry,  for 
Che  fafety  of  the  country,  to  put  them  at  arrp'6  length,  and  run 
ail  rifles.     Gentlemen,  it.  is  in  correfpondence,  which  now  lies 
upon  the  table  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  which  I.mayjnakc 
evidence  in  this  caufe  if  I  pleafe,  that  the  French  Gonventionre- 
pelled  with  indignation  fuch  a  fufpicion:  befides,  Gentlemen,  if 
men  fet  out  from  France  to  Great  Britain  with  any  criminal 
idea,  has  not  Englahd  laws  to  punifh  them?  Such  men  are  not 
Frenchmen,  they  repelled  this  fufpicion;  an,d.they  go  on  repeat* 
edly  till'  the  ena  of  the  year  with  fuch  aflurances  of  friendship 
towards'  this  country.  Whether  it  would  have  been  wife  to  depend 
Upon  them  or  not;  whether  the  war  might  have  been  avoided  or 
not,  is  not  for  my  confi deration  at  prelent;  but  it  is  extremely 
important  that  this  be  recollected,  that,  a  man  may  .be  a  great 
friend  to  the  rights  of  humanity,  and  to  the  imperfcriptible  rights 
of  man^  as  ihey  are  Called,  ana  feel  for  a  nation  (unrounded  with 
a' horde  of  dtfpots^who  infift  upon  .giving  it.  fuch  lawsast^iey 
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pleafe-,-1  .fejry  a<<nwnt  ihot  feet  this*  an*  ye*  bet  a  Jover  of  .his 
country.,  T^^fapi^/cd^atc^qffon  w&>m  I.bafcre  rtwptiipned, 
Mr.  Burke*  di4  a  great  deal  mpr#,  in;the»courjeo£  the  American 
>*pr,  in  the  heat  of  it;  he  wrote  to  tb&puWic  what  I  will  read  ta 
you;  .he  wrote  i^on  acCQU(tf  of  a  vi4tor,y  whji^i  the.  King's  arm)* 
sad  gained  in  America,  and. there  are  fojne  expreffions  in,  it  about 
tbeaijmsof  France:  M*,  Bwke  (ays,  (^You  write  to  me  about 
th^.  vi&ory  gained  oyer;  the . Americans*  I  feel-  every  viftory 
obtained  there  as  a  frlow  upon  my  heart*  itHsnotinftantly  that  I 
can  be  brought  torejojde,  wbfin  I  he^rjof  the  (laughter  and.cap« 
tiyijy.of  long  lifts :  of  thofe  names  whteh  have  been  familiar  to 
n>y  ears.  from,  my  infancy,  and  to  rejoice  tb*ti£hey  have  fallen 
un^er^t^e  hands  of  Arrangers, .  whofe barbarous,  appellations  I 
fcarcely,  k*pi«  how;  to  pronounce.  The  glory  acquired  at  the 
White  Plains  by  Col,  RaUle  has  np(  chaws* :  for  me;  and  I  fairly 
acknowledge  that.  X  have  not  yet  learned/ to, delight  in  finding 
Fort  Ktuphaufen.inthe  bea/tof  the  Bri&fk.  dominions." 

Gentlemen,  if  this  had  been  faid  by  Mr*  Orator  Yorke,  or  any 
ofhqr  rna^v  heatsd  Jwith  twjj)e*.in  a  clubi}it^ would. have  been. faid, 
Se,e  whafc  a  trakor,thafc  man  is  !  See  jthe*  rebellipus  fpirit  of  this 
raa,i> !  -B^^rtarmai^fj^c/pomilpve^to  his,<ountry>  he  deplored 
the,  An>e*iqan  war*  becayfe  he>jtho.ught  the  American  war  was 
li^elv  to  be.  dangerous,  to  this  country.;  that  it  wgmld  only  confumc 
the  itrqngth  of  Great  Britain  and  wafte  its .refcurces,  and. lead  to 
$#  aljejia|ion(Whi(:hnba^;fince.  tajcep  plaqei>^ween  this,  country 
afl4';  her.  colonies  $  therefore,  w#  mjjft  fi<fr  be.  too  fey  ere  in  our 
futures  upon  the  condu&pf.  men* 

GentleiRen,.  thfc»pea*  point  w$tgo.t<*  in  ppi«t  of  time,  is  the 
p*oje&  foj  calling,  anot]^  Cpnventiqna  and  you,  will  recoiled 
tjjat.it  w^  jn  ,cpnfequence  of  a  letter  written  on  the  a$th  pf  March^ 
1794,  frohaithe  fosiqty  in*ScQtland>. proposing  it,  and»theunfwer 
fftfdltf  theXQndog.CQxr^HWkding  Society  is  this :  "  TheLon~ 
don  Correippnding  Society  conceives  that;,  the  moweot.  is  arrived, 
wben  a  full  and  explicit  declaration  is  neoeiTary  from,  all  the 
friends  o£  freedom*  .wh^Wer  the  Jajte  illegal  and. unheard-of  pro-* 
feQutionsandfefttences  (hall  determine;  us  to  abandon  our  caufe, 
or  mail  excite  us  to  purfueta  radical  refo.rn%<  with<an  ardour  pro-, 
portiotygd  to  the  .magnitude  of  the  objr&,<  and  with  a  zeal  a$ 
Uiftii\guiihe4  Oft  oiu.p^ts^as  tliejtrea<^ry  of  others  iix  the.  fame 
glorious  caufe, is  notorious.  The*  Society  for  Conftitutional  In- 
formation is  therefore  required  to  determine,  whether  or  no  they 
will  be  ready  when  called  upoa  to.  a&.  in.  conjunction  with  this 
aqgl  othejc  foqieties,  to,  obtain  a  fair  representation  of  the  people* 
Whether  they,  concur  with  us  in  <  feeing  ,the;  neceiftty  of  a  fpeedy 
Cp^vcfldoa/or.  .the  pucpofe  oj[  pb|aining>  in  a  conititutional  and 
kgaltinethod^a  redrcfe.  of  thofe, grievances  under  which:  we  at 
pre^entjabonr,  and  which 'Can,<onAyjb^effe#uaUy  .removed  .bv 
a  fuli.aad,, iiu:  re|«efeatetii»-<>f-Ji».  people  oLGreat  Britain.,> 

And 
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And  then  they  refolve,  *  That  there  is  no  permanency  or  fccurity 
but  in  equal  laws."  But  you  will  remark,  they  never  had  an 
idea  to  touch  property;  on  the  contrary,  they^ftate  the  great  re- 
fpc£  they  had  for  commercial  and  landed  property;  and  all  that 
they  wanted  wag,  by  peaceable  means,  to  obtain  a  full  and  fair 
reprefentation  of  the  people  in  Parliament. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  what  reafon  is  there  for  your  confidering 
it  in  any  other  way  than  that,  by  the  fecond  Convention,  they 
meant  any  other  fort  of  a  Convention  than  that  that  was  dii- 
perfed.  They  fay  another  Convention;  the  obje&s  are  the  fame. 
Compare  the  papers  for  calling  the  fecond  Convention  with  thofe 
for  calling  the  firft,  and  the  language  is  the  fame,  except  there  is 
this  only  difference,  that  they  have  mixed  things  together ;  they 
got  together  in  taverns,  irritated  at  the  tranfports  going  oflF^  and 
they  paflcd  refolutions  which  it  is  not  neceflary  for  me  to  juftify 
the  legality  of;  but  which,  in  my  opinion,  has  not  the  fmallfcft 
bearing  of  any  thing  of  a  nature  or  tendency  of  that  which  is 
imputed  in  this  caufe. 

Gentlemen,  as  to  this  Convention,  I  will  now  read  you  all 
that  was  done  in  it.  On  the  27th  of  March,  1794,  the  Corre- 
sponding Society  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Constitutional  Society,  (fee 
p.  151,  Vol.  L);  the  letter  inclofed  the  refolution;  the  letter 
and  refolution  were  confidered  on  Friday,  March  28,  by  the 
Conftitutional  Society,  at  their  weekly  meeting.  If  you  look  at 
the  letter  that  is  written,  it  is  written  precifely  the  fame  as  the 
firft.  Had  thefe  poor  men  the  leaft  reafon  to  fuppofe  they  were 
involving  themfelves  in  the  pains  of  treafon  ?  Were  they  warned 
of  the  confequences?  Were  any  of  them  profecuted  for  treafon? 
No ;  they  were  only  tried  for  a  mifdemeanour ;  and  is  it  to  be 
endured,  that  in  this  country  30  or  40,000  people,  meeting  in 
thefe  little  focieties,  that  fancy  they  are  illuminating  one  another 
to  fpread  the  principles  of  civil  and  political  liberty  in  an  en- 
lightened country,  which  the  more  they  are  fpread  the  better  it 
will  be  for  the  country,  and  appointing  two  committees,  one  of 
the  Conftitutional  and  the  other  of  the  London  Correfponding 
Society,  that  the  members  of  thefe  two  committees  fliould  be 
charged  with  the  crime  of  high  treafon  ? 

Now,  Gentlemen,  I  maintain  this,  and  I  beg  to  be  correfted 
by  the  Court  if  I  am  wrong,  that  this  is  all  the  Attorney  General 
has  proved :  that  after  they  refolved  to  hold  another  Britifji  Con- 
vention, thefe  people  met,  they  went  to  confer  at  Mr.  Thel- 
watl's  houfe,  and  then  they  publiflied  the  refolutions,  which  have 
been  commented  on  before.  The  firft  meeting  of  thefe  com- 
mittees was  to  have  been  on  Monday  the  14th  of  April :  they 
do  no*  meet.  Thurfday  the  17th,  no  meeting ;  Monday  the  21ft, 
no  meeting;  Thurfday  the  24th,  five  of  the  Correfponding 
Society  meet,  but  nobody  meet  on  the  other  fide.  And  yet  you 
are  to  be  told)  that  they  fuppofed  that  not  a  moment  was  to  be 
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loft ;  that  they  expe&ed  a  Convention  Bill  was  to  pais  in  th* 
Houfe  of  Commons;  and  they  fey,  they  are  not  fafe  againft 
Heffians  and  Auftrians,  who  are  coming  to  difturb  them  in  their 
peaceful  meetings.  And  when  they  fee  the  fame  fentiments 
efpoufed  by  many  Members  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  by  many 
men  high  in  Parliament,  by  men  high  in  efteem  there,  are  they 
to  fuppofe  they  are  to  be  treated  as  traitors  ?  Would  men  who 
thought  they  were  plotting  confpiracies  againft  the  government 
exprefs  themfelves  in  this  way  ?  Would  men  who  were  exciting 
rebellion  conduft  themfelves  in  that  manner?  No;  their  inno- 
cence betrayed  them*  fo  confcious  were  they  that  they  meant  no- 
thing hoftile  to  the  confutation  of  their  country,  that  they  pub- 
lifhed  abroad  every  thing  that  their  heart  conceived,  and  ail  they 
intended  to  da 

On  Monday  the  28th  of  April,  three  weeks  after  the  firft  ap-* 
pointment,  the  committees  at  laft  met.     What  are  their  pro- 
ceedings ?     Why,  How  do  you  do  ?  and,  What  is  the  news, 
think  you  ?     Thus,  thefe  five  gentlemen  of  one  fociety,  and  four 
of  tfye  other,  meet;  they  fhake  hands  with  one  another,  talk 
about  the  bufinefs  and  pleafures  of  the  day,  but  nothing  was 
done  >  they  meet  again ;  on  Mondays  and  Thurfdays  they  were 
always  to  dine  together,  and  nothing  was  done.     Monday  the 
5th of  May,  nothing  parted;  Thurfday  the  8th,  nothing  done; 
Monday  the  12th  otMav,  Mr.  Hardy  was  taken  up ;  and  if  this 
confpiracy,  which  was  (uppofed  to  have  extended  from  one  cor- 
ner of  the  kingdom  to  the  other,  had  not  been  happily  difcovered 
at  that  moment,  we  fhould  all  have  been  blown  up !     Thus, 
three  weeks  had  elapfed,  and  not  a  pike  was  to  be  found,  or  even 
a  knife,  but  fuch  an  one  as  a  man  might  cut  his  fupper  with, 
without  the  leaft  pretence  of  arming.     They  met,  and  converted 
together  about  what  they  were  to  do;  how  the  Convention  was 
to  be  formed,  and  what  they  were  to  confider  of.     They  were  to 
coniider  of  the  beft  means  of  obtaining  a  reform  in  Parliament 
by  petition.     What,  when  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  refufed 
their  petition  ?     Yes,     What,  petition  again  ?     Yes ;  petition- 
again,  and  again,  and  again.     And  if  they  publifh  libels,   let 
them  be  punifhed  for  it ;  but,  good  God  forbid  that  men  (hould 
be  brought  into  pains  and  penalties,  and  be  charged  with  high 
treafon,  for  holding  peaceful  meetings  to  obtain  a  reform  in  Par- 
liament !  and  not  only  that,  but  be  brought  under  the  ftigma  of 
an  intention  to  cut  oft  the  head  of  an  innocent  man,  at  the  head 
of  an  illuftrious  family ;  and  if  you  do  not  believe  that,  there  is 
an  end  of  the  indictment.    What  can  you  fee  in  the  countenance 
of  that  poor  man  at  the  bar,  to  lead  you  to  fufped  that  he  is 
capable  of  entertaining  fo  deteftable  a  deiign  ? 

Gentlemen,  they  have  fuffered  this  bufinefs  to  flip  over  for 
two  years;  and  had  a  fpy  taking  from  day  to  day,  and  from  hour 
to  hour,  every  thing  he  heard,  or  thought  he  heard,  or  chofe  to 
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Writer  fitf-that  may  IteliponthetabJe  afodis  -good  for  riotlubg, 
tinlefs  you  twelve  men  can  bring  yohrfelves  to  beMeVe,  which  I 
am  fare  it  is  impoffible  you  flumld,  that  all  this  Was  done"  with 
that  malicious,  abominable,  and  deteftable  intention, 

Now,  Gentlemen,  I  will  maintain,  that  at  the  time  tHe  Hoiife 
of  Commons  fufperided  the  Habeas  Corpus  Aft,  there  was  nor 
one  circumftance  of  arms  to  be  found  in  this  bufinefs,  nor  was 
there  a  Angle  pike,  as  they  call  it,  discovered;,  and  I  believe  it 
was  thought  by  many  that  there  were  but  flender  rdafons  for  foch 
an  univerfal  eclipfe  of  liberty  5  and  it  is  Aid,  that  a  man  in  a  great 
wig  (I  do  not  mean  any  refle&ion  upon  'government)  -when 
it  was  firft  difcovered,  was  fo  rejoiced  at  feeing,  this  pike,  that  he 
hung  over  it  as  a  woman  juft  delivered*  of  her  firft  infant,  rind 
people  were  fent  into  all  parts  of  the  kingdom  in  order  to  fee  into 
the  difcovery  of  thefe  pikes. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  for  the  evidence,  and  I  will  now. pledge 
znyfelf  to  the  Court  to  fum  up  the  evidence  to  you  upon  thefe 
pikes  with  accuracy,  and  in  the  -fame  manrter  that  my  Lord  muft 
fum  it  up  to  you  when  he  comes  to  tell  you  what  thefa&  is*  and 
fee  what  it  amounts- to. 

Gentlemen,  you  will  recoiled  that  it  was. proved  in  the  cafe, 
and  the  witnefies  from  Sheffield  all  flat*, 'that  their  obje&waft 
Univerfel  Suffrage  and  Annual  Parliaments^  except  one  wttn£% 
whoie  evidence  ImaJlownment  upon  in  due  feafon ;  and  you  will 
obferve  that  they  are  plain  honeft  men,  who,  though  called  on  the 

£irt  of  the  Crown,  are  irntking  out  our  pfopofrtion,  and  they  muft 
pport  their  witness  throughout;  you  muft  take  diem  for  better 
or  for  worfe;  »for  if  you  do  not  believe  them  ik  ttfto^  what  reafoa 
have  you  for  believing  them  in  any  part ;  and  if  a  man  comes  to 
deceive  the  Jury,  he  »s  not  defervmg  of  credit.  This  one  man 
from  Sheffield  faid,  that  from  all  he  could  gather  from  the.fubjed* 
they  were  Universal  Suffrage  and  Annual  Parliaments  upon  the 
Duke  of  Richmond -J  plan :  and  he  faid^  that  he  was  for  it  rit  firffy 
but  he  afterwards  thought  it  was  not  fo  good.  Then,  Gentle- 
men, this  good  Aian  has  faid  that  thefe  people  of  Sheffield  avowed 
themfelves  to  be  going  upon  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  .plan,  and, 
upon  the  Gfofe-exiwlination  of  all  the  witnefies  from  Sheffield, they 
have  .toaraan  fpoke  of  this  as  their  intention. 

Now  obferve,  Gentlemen,  a  meeting  was  held  on  the  Caftie 
Hill,  and  there  were  two  parties  there:  now  we  will  fee  wild 
thefe  two  parties  are.  In  confequence  of  the  King's  proclamation^ 
and  it  is  very  necefiary  for  you  to  recoiled  this,  in  a  cafe  where  • 
men's  lives  are  fo  nearly  concerned-^-In  confequence  of  the 
King's  proclamation,  a  great  number  of  perfons  had  conceived 
that  there  was  caufe  of  alarm  in  the  country,  and  very  extenfive 
fteps  were  taken  j  a  great  number  of  reipe£rable  perfons  flood 
forward  to  fupport  the  magiftracy  of  the  country ;  publicans  wcrb 
prohibited   taking  in  perfons  who  were  friendly  to  a  refonn 
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in  Parliament ;  and  our  ears  were  continually  attacked  with  wftat 
Was  going  on  in  France.  This  occasioned  an  agitation  and  a 
turbulency  in  the  public  roifid,  and  it  worked  up  a  heart-bleeding 
to  the  higpeft  pitch  of  animofity  bp&yeeh  the  two  parties.  Some 
men,  perhaps,  wickedly,  others  $#aloufly;  foqae  going  one  way 
in  the  caufe  of  reform,  arid  fome  another  way,  juvf all  pitting  in 
a  point  Thefe  people  had  been  infulted  and  prpvoked.  They 
were  repeatedly  threatened.  It  was  proved,  that  at  Sheffield  a 
houfe  had  been  fired.  Their  doors  y?ju&  fired  under — their 
hojufes  attempted  to  be  pulled  down.  And  though  this  horrible 
plot  had  been  carrying  on  tyro  years,  they  could  .not  fiu4  even  a 
fupper  knife  among  them;  till  at  laft  a  letter  is  found  in  the  pof- 
Jeffion  of  Mr.  Hardy,  (for  the  very  firft  thing  tfeit  aye  ever  hear 
talked  about  arms  is  from  a  letter,)  written  by  Mr.  Davifrn* 
dated  at  Sheffield,  the  24th  of  April,  1794,  iflfoipiipg  him,  ftat 
pikes  were  to  be  had  at  Sheffield  >  and  this  is  the  fir&  tiipje  the 
Dame  of  the  prjfoner  becomes  implicated  upon  the  fubjed. 

It  was  faid  by  a  witpeJs,  that  a  very  littje  might  get  a  warrant 
troax  a  magiftrate,  and  then  the  people  might  come  and  diiperfe 
them*  But  they  ftand  on  the  right  of  the  Xubjeft  to  he  felf- 
defended ;  and  if*  men  were  to  have  arms  for  their  own  defence, 
even  if  it  was  to  a6t  againftxoagiftrates  exceeding  their  authority, 
frill  you  fey  that  that  is  to  be  conftruited  into  high  treafan — > 
into  a  defign  againft  the  King's  life  i     Moft  furely  not. 

Gentlemen,  this  is  a-  letter  written  to  Hardy ;  it  is  a  private 
letter ;  not  written  by  Davifon  as  the  fecretary— not  written  by 
authority ;  aud  he  writer  to  Mr.  Hardy  in  there  words  (and  this 
JJSU&  of  the  eyidence  requires  very  minute  attention) :  u  The 
barefaced  ariftocracy  of  the  prefent  adminiftration  has  made  it 
iieceflary  that  we  fcouid  be  prepared  to  a&  on  the  defenfive 
againft  any  attack  they  may  command  their  newly^arn^ed  minions 
to  make  upon  us.  A  plan  has  been  hit  upon ;  and  if  encouraged 
iudficiently,  will,  no  doubt,  have  the  effect  of  furniflring  a  quan- 
tity of  pikes  to  the  patriots  5  great  enough  to  make  them  formic 
dabte.  The  blades  are  made  of  fteel,  tempered  and  polifhed 
after  an  approved  form.  They  may  be  fixed  into  any  {halts  9 
but  fir  ones  are  recommended,  of  the  girth  of  the  accompany- 
ing hoops  at  the  top  end,  aod  about  an  inch  .more  at  the  bottom. 
T&e  blades  and  hoops,  more  than  which  cannot  be  properly  fejit 
to  any  great  diftance,  will  be  charged  one  {hilling.  Money  to 
be  fent  with  the  order.  As  the  inftitution  is  in  its  infancy,  iqw 
mediate  encouragement  is  necefiary*  Order's  may  be  fent  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Sheffield  Conjiitutional  Society." 

Gentlemen,  you  will  ohlervc,  that  Davifon  melons  in  this 
letter  another  fimilar  one—and  if  that  {hould  efcape  you  it  jjiay 
make  a  great  difference—- he  inclofes  a  letter  which  he  directs 
Mr.  Hardy  to  (end  to  Norwich,  in  order  that  Norwich  might  be 
furnifbed  with  pikes  in  the  fame  way  that  Davifon  propqfes 
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JLondon  ftiould  be  furnifhed  with  them.     But  does  it  appeal  tffaf 
Hardy  correfponded  with  Davifon  before,   and  defired  him  to 
write  that  letter  to  him  ?  or,  if  he'  had,  where  is  the  offence  as 
relative  to  this  caufe  ?     Mr.  Hardy  never  wrote  to  Davifon,  or 
ever  gave  any  body  his  dire&ion.     And  it  is  in  evidence,  by  a 
man  of  the  narrte  of  Moody,  who  was  called  for  the  Crown,  that 
Davifon  had  ordered  the  anfwer  to  this  letter  to  be  dire&ed — not 
to  Davifon,  but  to  Moody,  and  Moody  fwears  that  he  never  re- 
ceived any  letter ;  and,  what  is  more,  Mr.  Hardy  never  fent  the 
letter  to  Norwich  that  was  inclofcd  in  Davifon's  letter ;  fbr  when 
his  papers  and  perfon  were  feized,  that  letter  was  found  in  his 
pofleffion,  and  he  was  not  taken  up  till  three  weeks  after  i  (o 
that  on  the  fpur  of  the  occafion,  although  he  had  the  letter  in 
tois  pofleffion,  yet  he  never  fent  it.     Then,  good  God  f  what  is 
to   become  of  the  humane  fanftuary  of  the  EngHfh  law,   if 
men  are  to  be  convicted  on  fuch  evidence  ?  •   If  a  man  writes  a 
letter  to  me  about  pikes,  who  can  help  it  ?     Mr.  Hardy  never 
defired  him  to  write  about  pikes ;  he  never  correfponded  with 
him  about  it ;   and  when  he  receives  this  letter  to  be  fent  to 
Norwich,  he  never  fends  it;  he  never  reads  Davifon's  letter  to 
thefociety;  he  confiders  it  as  an*  unauthorized  officious  letter  of 
a  private  man;  he  took  no  ftep  on  it;  he  never  forwarded  the 
inclofure ;  he  never  applied  to  the  fociety  refpecWng  it ;  he  never 
inftru&ed  others  to  get  pikes ;  he  did  nothing  at  all  upon  it 
And  it  appears  by  Mr.  Moody's  evidence,  that  he  <lid  not  even 
anfwer  the  letter  that  Davifon  wrote  upon  that  occa/ion* 

Gentlemen,  I  declare  I  hardly  know  how  to  exprefs  the  afto- 
nifliment  I  feel.  I  am  at  a  lofs  to  conceive  upon  what  pretence 
t£ie  Crown  can  aft  you  to  fhed  the  blood  of  that  innocent  man  at 
the  bar.  But  this  is  but  a  fmall  part  of  the  evidence \  and  there 
lis  not  a  link  in  the  chain  that  I  will  drop. 

Gentlemen,  the  next  part  of  the  evidence  is  that  of  a  witnefe 
of  the  name  of  Carnage ;  he  was  the  firft  witnefs,  and  he  fwears 
that  the  Sheffield  focieties  were  frequently  infulted,  and  threat- 
ened to  be  difperfed  ;  fo  that  the  people  thought  they  were  op- 
prefled,  and  that  every  man  had  a  right  to  be  armed  for  his  de- 
fence, and  they  fay  fo.     If  a  Juftice  of  the  Peace  came  officioufly 
with  warrants,  and  intruded  into  a  legal  meeting  of  his  Majefty's 
fubjefls,  they  fay  they  conceived  that  they  had  a  right  to  be 
armed;  and  the  Bill  of  Rights,  they  fay,  was  in  their  favour,  and 
entitles  them  to  it.     The  preamble  of  that  act  itates  the  different 
abufes  of  James  II.  and  ftatcs  as  an  abufe  the  caufuig  the  fub- 
jefts  to  be  difarmed ;  and  then  there  is  a  declaration,  of  rights  ;* 
and  then  they  claim,  among  the  reft,  as  a  plain  and  indefeaiihle 
right  of  inheritance,   the  right  of  arms  for  their  defence.     And 
we  ought  to  be  extremely  cautious  not  to  involve  men  in  an  im- 
menfe  number  in.  the  crime  of  high  treafon,  becaufe  they  thinJc 
it  right  to  arm  themfelyes  when-they  arc  infulted  and  their  doors 
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fised.  under,  becaufc  they  happen  to  be  friends  to  a  reform  lit 
Parliament,  and  becaufe  there  are  a  fet  of  ruffians  who  have 
thought  fit  to  make  life  of  pikes  in  a  neighbouring  country. 

Gentlemen,  Carnage  fays,  he  was  fpoke  to  about  three  dozen 
of  pikes.  By  whom  ?  By  this  Davifon ;  and  he  fays,  God  for- 
bid he  fhould  have  any  defign  againft  the  King ;  and  yet  this  man 
had  a  pike  for  himfelf.  Mr.  Hardy  had  no  pike  $  he  nad  only  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  a  man  to  inftruct  others  where  they  might 
be  had  if  any  wanted  them,  which  letter  he  never  brought  into 
circulation.  He  fays,  Davifon  told  him  he  had  made  a  pike  for 
himfelf!  He  fays,  he  would  not  have  continued  a  minute  in  the 
fociety  if  he  had  thought  they  meant  to  touch  the  King  or  the 
government ;  that  their  only  objeft  was  parliamentary  reform ; 
and  that,  by  means  of  a  Convention,  they  meant  to  collect  the 
fenfe  of  the  people  at  large.  "  And  (fays  he)  we  thought  that 
the  Parliament  would  yield  to  the  genera]  (entimente  of  the 
people,  though  not  to  private  petitions." 

•  Geitflemen,  Mr.  Bromhead,  a  fedatc  fenfible  man,  fpoke  alfo 
of  his  affe&ion  to  government.  He  dates  alfo  the  infults  and 
threats  that  had  been  offered  to  the  people  of  Sheffield.  He  fays, 
he  heard  of  arms  for  the  fir  ft  time  at  the  Caftle  Hill,  but  fays  it 
is  fit  that  it  mould  be  explained.  He  fay§,  a  wicked  hand-bill 
M  been  circulated,  had  been  thrown  about  in  the  night  >  no 

nugiftrate's  name  to  it.     It  was  publicly  faid  in  the  fociety  that 

the  people  had  a  right  to  arrr.  He  fays,  no  idea  was  flirted  of 
refilling,  much  lefs  of  attacking  the  government  I  never  heard 
of  fuch  a  thing.  I  fear  God,  and  honour  the  King.  I  would 
not  have  confented  to  fend  a  delegate  to  Edinburgh  but  for 
peaceable  and  legal  meafurcs. 

.  Gentlemen,  the  next  thing  upon  the  fubject  of  thefe  pikes  is 
tha£  which  was  proved  by  the  witnefs  Widaifon,  to  which  I  mult 
h£g  your  attention,  while  I  juft  recapitulate  that  part  of  his 
evidence,  and  I  hope  you  will  not  think  it  tirefome.  It  begins 
by  ftating,  that  Davifon  had  faid  bona  fide  to  this  man,  who  is 
both  a  turner  and  a  hair-dreffer,  (and  they  feem  to  have  been 
both  of  a  kidney,)  he  declares,  upon  his  folemn  oath,  that  Davi- 
fon told  him  he  had  made  a  pike  for  himfelf,  and  what  he  wanted 
the  pikes  for  \  and  thinking  that  the  people  in  London  might  be 
offered  the  fame  infults,  he  of  his  own  head,  without  being  de- 
fired  by  Hardy,  writes  a  letter  to  Hardy,  enclofing  one  to  be 
fent  by  Hardy  to  a  fociety  at  Norwich,  which  letter  Hardy  never 
lent,  and  which  he  never  did  any  thing  concerning }  and  then 
Widdifon,  this  hair-drefler  and  turner  at  Sheffield,  lays  he  made? 
a  dozen  of  pikefhafts  for  Mr.  Gales,. for  the  purpofe  of  defending 
iimfelf.  He  fays,  Mr.  Yorke  and  I  tajiced  of  reform  in  Parliament 
iji  private  (they  were  people  who  had  confidence  in  one  another)  \ 
and  he  fays,  Mr.  Yorke  told  him  in  private,  that  what  he  wiihed 
tP  obtain  was  univerfal  fuffrage ;  and  the  witnefs  fays  they  were 
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all  for  It.  Then  he  goes  on  and  fays,  "  I  know  Davifon,  Re  waft 
my  cuftomer  j  he  told  me  that  the  people  in  general  wifhed  to 
have  pikes,  and  I  made  them  for  our  own  fafety.  I  love  the 
King  as  well  as  any  man,  and  I  believe  every  one  in  the  focietj^ 
did.  I  would  not  have  remained  with  them,  if  I  had  thought 
they  had  not.  We  went  upon  the  Duke  o(  Richmond's  plan ; 
that  was  our  objeft." 

Gentlemen,  this  (hows  the  genuine  fentiments  df  thefe  people, 
for  they  are  all  confidential  communications  with  each  other.  If 
the  witneffes  are  impofmg  upon  you,  the  whoie  falls  to  the  ground. 
They  are  the  witneffes  of  the  Crown.  They  are  witheffes  not 
only  to  thefe  important  fafts,  but  alfo  to  a  great  body  of  other 
evidence ;  and  if  you  fufpeft  them  in  part,  for  the  fame  reafon 
as  given  before  they  muft  be  reje&ed  in  Mo.  Widdifon  fur- 
ther fm,  tt  I  have  often  heard  thofe  who  call  themfelves  arifto- 
crats  (ay,  that  if  an  invafion  fhould  take  place  in  this  country,  they 
would  fall  upon  us  firft,  and  deftroy  us,  as  they  did  in  France." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  I  am  particularly  anxious  that  you  fhotfld 
attend  to  this  part  of  the  cafe.  Mr.  Hardy  has  got  no  further  yet 
in  the  bufinels  of  the  pikes.  And  Davif&n,  who  wrote  t6  mm 
on  the  fubjeft  of  the  confpiracy  of  the  pikes,  ftates,  that  the 
real  objeft  of  thefe  pikes  was  far  tfreir  own  defence. 

The  next  withefs  called  is  John  Hill.  He  fays  he  is  a  cut- 
ler ;  that  he  was  employed  byl)aVifoft  to  make  blades  for  pikes; 
that  he  faw  a  letter  that  was  fent  to  Mr.  Hardy  by  Davifon*  left 
there  fbould  be  the  fame  need  for  them  in  London  as  at  Sheffield, 
by  their  being  attacked  by  tfce  oppofite  party  5  he  fays*,  that  a  fet 
of  men  who  oelongcd  to  the  oppofite  party  came  to  the  houfe 
where  he  lived,  and  fired  mufauets  under  the  door. 

Then  John  Edwards  is  called  to  prove  Mr.  Hardy's  cottftec*. 
tion  with  pikes  for  overturning  the  conftitution ;  and  he  fwears 
that  the  reafon  of  his  going  to  Mr.  Hardy's  was,  that  he  wanted 
a  pike  for  his  own  defence,  Without  concert  with  any  other  man, 
having  no  conne&ionwith  Sheffield,  01  any  body ;  tnat  he  went 
to  Hardy,  and  that  Mr.  Hardy  fhowed  him  the  letter.  He  fays, 
wanting  one  for  himfelf,  and  having  heard  that  pikes  were  made 
in  that  part  of  the  country,  he  went  to  Mr.  Hardy  to  know  where 
to  get  one  himfelf.  fje  fays,  that  he  fhowed  hitn  the  letter,  which 
it  does  ipt  appear  that  he  ever  fhowed  to  any  body  clfe  but  this 
man,  and  which  he  never  lah}  before  the  fociety.    . 

Now,  Gentlemen,  this  is  the  whole  fum  and  fubftance  of  the 
proof  of  this  unfortunate  man  at  the  bar,  having  confpired,  by 
force  of  arms,  to  overturn  the  confHtution  of  the  country.  The 
charge  is  not  that  he  meant  to  do  it  by  die  circulation  and  pro- 
pagation of  opinions,  which,  in  procefs  of  time  might  produce 
gradual  changes,  that  might  eventually  have  that  ejftft,  and 
produce  thofe  changes  which  take  place  in  the  government  of 
this  country,  but  that  he  has  a&ually  confpired  againft  the  period 
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of  the  King,  to  overturn  the  government,  and  if  it  is  fa,  it  muff 
be  well  known ;  but  this  is  a  charge  that  no  lawyer  could  receive, 
and  which  could  not  be  confidered  as  high  treafon  againft  the 
perfon  and  majefty  of  the  King :  and  that  is  plain,  by  their  in-, ' 
duftrrous  fcarcn  in  employing  of  evidence  in  trying  to  bring  m 
every  thing  that  they  poffibjy  could,  that  they  were  obliged  to 
faften  fomething  upon  this  man  about  pikes :  and  what  does  it ' 
end  in  ?  That  though  he  had  been  fecretary  to  this  fociety  for 
two  years,  yet  he  was  a  man  whom  amidft  all  the  inflammable 
words  that  had  been  made  ufe  of,  never  uttered  a  difrefpedful 
fentence  of  any  body.  And  the  witneffes  that  I  fliall  call  will 
tell  you,  that  no  man  was  ever  more  peaceable  and  moderate  in 
his  behaviour,  more  perfectly  religious  in  his  mind,  and  moral 
in  his  conduct  in  every  refpeft,  and  every  way  amiable  in  fociety. 
But  this  man  happens  to  have  received  a  letter  from  Sheffield 
concerning  pikes,  and  really  conceiving  they  were  for  th*  feme 
ufeful  and  honourable  purpofes  they  were  intended  for  at  Sheffield, 
he  (hows  it  to  a  perfon  who  came  voluntarily  to  him,  after  he  had 
had  it  a  long  time  in  his  pofieffion,  who  is  not  charged  as  a  con* 
fpirator,  becaufe  he  comes  here  as  a  witnefs ;  he  gives  him  the 
direction,  bona  fide,  as  he  received  it;  and  becaufe  that  man  gets 
a  pike  for  himfelf  in  conference  of  that  direfticn,  this  unfortu- 
nate man  is  fuppofed  to  be  engaged  from  the  beginning  frgainft 
the  life  of  his  Sovereign ;  and  though  he  is  fuppofed  to  have  been 
engaged  in  a  confpiracy  with  vaft  numbers  of  perfons,  to  the 
amount  of  40,000,  aflbciated  in  all  parts  of  the  kingdom,  there 
faas  not  been  a  tollable  produced  in  evidence  but  that  which  has 
been  got  out. or  the  mouths  »#of  ruffians  and  fpies:  and  there 
Would  be  no  living  if  caufes  Were  to  be  tried  only  upon  their 
evidence,  uncorroborated  by  other  teftimony. 

And  here  again  I  will  recur  to  the  eloquence  of  that  celebrated 
perfon  I  mentioned  before,  becaufe  I  have  none  of  my  own.  I 
Jay,  with  Mr.  Burke,  "  A  mercenary  informer  knows  no  dif- 
tfndion*  The  feeds  of  deftrti&ion  are  fown  in  civil  intercourse 
and  in  fecial  habitudes.  The  blood  of  whokfome  kindred  is  in-  > 
feded ;  their  tables  and  beds  are  furrounded  with  fnares.  AH 
the  means  given  by  Providence  to  make  life  fafe  and  comfortable 
are  perverted  into  instruments  of  terror  and  torment.  This  fpe- 
cies  jrf  universal  fubferviency,  that  makes  the  very  fervant  who 
waits  behind  your  chair  the  arbiter  of  your  life  and  fortune,  has 
fetch  a  tendency  to  degrade  and  abufe  mankind,  and  to  deprive 
them  of  that  aflured  and  liberal  ftate  of  mind  which  alone  can 
make  us  what  we  ought  to  be,  that  I  vow  to  God  I  would  fooner 
bring  myfelf  to  put  a  man  to  immediate  death  for  opinions  I  dif- 
liked,  and  fo  get  rid  of  the  man  and  his  opinions  at  once,  than 
to  fret  him  wkh  a  feverifli  being,  tainted  with  the  jail  diftemper 
of  a  contagiotfs  fervitude,  to  keep  him  above  ground  an  animated' 
jnafe  of  putreft&ioj^  corrupted  himfelf  and  corrupting  all  about 
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Wm*"  That  is  the  account  this  Honourable  Gentleman  gives  of 
rte  ftate  of  men,  who,  as  it  were,  not  only  ihrink  from  the 
6owns  of  a  ftern  magiitrate,  but  are  obliged  to  fly  from  their 
ycry  fpecies. 

The  next  witnefe  is  Henry  Alexander.  He  fays,  he  left  his 
mafejr.  Why  did  he  leave  him  ?  If  he  had  had  words  with  him, 
what  were  thofe  words  ?  No,  we  were  not  to  be  told  that ,  his 
reader  had  turned  him  off,  and,  upon  that  he  agreed  to  live,  with 
Mr.Killaby  for  25L  a  year;  but  gave  up  that  Atuation  to  come 
fere  to  give  evidence.  He  has  not  got  a  guinea.  What  he 
gets  for  this,  or  how  he  gets  it,  I  do  not  enquire-*-- but  I  believe 
it  is  a  very  thriving  trade-  He  broke  off  his  engagement  with  Mr. 
Kilkby*  What,  when  a  man  lives  in  Holborn  is  he  obliged  to 
give  up  his  living,  be^aufe  he  was  to  come  here  to  give  evidence 
lor  five  minutes  in  one  day  ?  I  afked  him  if  he  told  Mr,  White : 
ao>  he  never  afked  Mr,  White,  who  1  am  fure  would  not  have 
feeen  fb  cruel  as  tp  deprive  a  man  of  the  benefit  of  his  place ; 
fce  fclid  nothing  to  Mr,  White.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Killaby  f 
No.  And  then  he  ftammered,  looking  firft  one  way  and  then 
another,  confufed,  difconcerted*  and  fopfounded* 

Now,  let  us  fee,  who  is  the  npjet  man  of  that  defcription. 
Gentlemen,  I  h^vc  had  (b  little  time  to  arrange  my  papers,  that 
1  muft«£ruit  to  my  memory  in  this,  though  it  Ts  very  important; 
but*  being  driven  away  from  the  who}e  peculation,  even  the  colour 
of  accuiation,  upon  the  fubje&  of  pikes,  we  have  got  this  folitary 
miserable  carving-knife,  this  knife,  laid  down  with  all  the  for 
Ipranhy  of  a  conspiracy*  to  fubvert  the  conftitution  of  the  country  j 
and  an  Old  Bailey  folicitor  attended  as  a  fpy ;  and,  as  I  underftand, 
you  will  hear  of  that  in  fuch  a  way  as  you  will  not  be  very  fond 
of  hearing  it:  he  has  carried  on  his  iyftem  of  fpying  even  fince  this 
poor  man  has  flood  at  the  bar  upon  his  trial,  carrying  it  011  to  a 
turpitude  at  which  human  nature  lhrinks  and  trembles — forcing 
Jn'rafejf  into  committees  that  were  preparing  for  his  defence :  and 
if  this  is  the  cafe,  as  I  underftand  it  is,  he  may  depend  upon  it  he 
flull  ftand  on  the  pillory;  indifited  he  (hall  be  for  perjury.     He 
ivent  t (j  Chalk  Farm,  and  he  corncs  forward  and  iwears  this,  tha$ 
ke  faw  two  or  three  people  there  with  a  knife — there  js  no  plain 
man  goes  without  fuch  a  thing  in  his  pocket  j  he  aiked  when; 
they  vycrs  tg  be  hadj.  and  they  told  him  they  were  po  be  had  of 
Mr,  Grepn,  an  hajr-drefler*  and  who  fells  cutlery  ware  j  and,  ac- 
cordingly, this  notable  Mr,  Groves  went  to  him,  and  laid  he 
wanted  a  knife :  fpeak  low,  fays  he,  for  my  wife  is  a  damne<j 
ArittocraL     This  wretch  gives  you  this  idea,  thfit  he  had  gojie 
there,  and  that  this  man  was  felling  the  knives,  confeious  that 
they  were  got  for  a  wicked  illegal  purpofe ;  that  he  would  not 
fell  them  in  public,  and  that  he  was  afraid  to  fell  them  while  his 
autocratic  wife  was  within  hearing.     Mr.  Green  is  then  called; 
iud  who  calls  him  ?  1  do  not  call  him,  he  is  the  Crown's  witnei's. 
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When  I  examined  hitn^  he  declared  folemnly,  tipan  his  qatn,  zhi 
I  knew  how  to  confound  him  if  it  had  not  been  true,  he  fwears 
pofittvely  that  they  lay  open  in  the  (hop-window,  in  what  is  called 
the  (how-glafs,  and  were  to  be  feen  in  the  public  ftreets  of  London, 
in  the  Strand,  and  all  other  places  \  that  he  befpoke  them  from  the 
riders  in  the  country;  that  they  Came  to  him  made  up  in  little 
packets;  that  he  fold  fourteen  of  them  in  all;  he  gave  Mr, 
Hardy  a  packet  to  -choofe  one  for  himfelf ;  and  that  was  the  way 
thefe  knives  came  into  Hardy's  pofTcffion. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  I  think  I  have  difpofed  of  the  pikes  and  the 
knives,  and  then  there  is  the  guns,  and  fee  what  that  is.  To> 
this  part  of  the  charge  they  call  Samuel  Williams,  a  gun  eh- 

? raver,  who  is  not  even  a*  member  of  the  fociety.  He  anted  Mr- 
lardy  if  he  knew  any  body  that  wanted  a  gun;  Hardy  faid  he 
did  not  know  any  body.  Now  I  would  afk,  if  at  that  time  he  had 
been  arming,  and  the  fociety  had  been  arming  for  fome  time,  is»it 
poi&ble  he  would  have  given  liim  that  anfwer  ?  Would  he  not 
immediately  have  jumped  at  it  i  The  witnefs  buys  fome  (hoes  of 
him,  and  then  in  a  fortnight  after  having  bought  a  pair  of  (hoes, 
he  gives  him  a  recommendation  to  Franklow ;  he  buys  a  gun  or 
two.  Was  this  a  private  €onfpiracy  to  fubvert  the  government? 
They  raiied  an  aflbciation  with  printed  articles,  and  Franklow 
came  to  the  Globe  Tavern  rn  his  uniform  ?  his  cartoach  boxes 
Jay  openly  upon  his  (hop-board ;  and  this  imrtlcnfe  confpiracy, 
which  was  to  overturn  the  conftitution,  was  limited  to  fixty,  and 
five  at  a  time  were  all  that  could  be  collected.  And  when  I. 
went  down  to.Manchefter,  to  defend  Mr.  Walker,  that  was  th* 
burden  of  the  fong;  the  profecution  was  all  founded  on  the  fo» 
litary  evidence  of  Dunn;  andL^  fpeak  it  to  the  honour  of  my 
learned  friend  Mr.  Law,  who,  knowing  that  there  were  perfons 
whofe  paffions  were  agitated,  moft  manfully  and  honourably  would 
not  put  me  to  my  challenges  upon  that  account,  but  withdrew 
the  record;  and  when  he  (aw  that  the  informer  (Dunn)  was  an 
infamous  fcoundrcl  of  no  credit,  he  faid,  that  though  the  fufpi- 
cions  were  generally  ftrong,  yet  that  was  not  worthy  of  any  be- 
lief, and  he  gave  up  the  profecution. 

Gentlemen,  the  next  witnefs  is  Lynam ;  this  witnefe  I  could 
not,  if  it  were  to  fave  my  life,  go  through  his  evidence;  it  lafted, 
I  think,  and  what  is  this  examination  of  Lynam's,  fix  or  (even 
hours;  but  I  marked  under  the  different  parts,  to  (how  the  grofs 
inconfiftcncy  of  it.  He  fays  he  fpoke  from  his  notes,  but  part  of 
which  time  I  faw  him  looking  up  at  the  iky !  I  aflced  him,  where 
did  you  get  thefe  words  from  ?  He  faid,  now  I  fpeak  from  recol- 
lection. He  took  down  the  fubftance  of  what  was  (aid,  without 
faying  by  whom ;  not  as  a  fpy  merely,  but  he  took  them  bona  fide 
as  a  delegate,  and  he  took  them  bona fide  as  a  fpy.  What  a  happy 
combination  of  bona  fides  !  And  yet,  what  do  his  notes  amount 
t« .     Such  a  traih  of  inconiiftencies,  that  np  living  man  can  pay 
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the  leaft  attention  to  them.  He  (ays,  ther  were  to  go  to  Fritn4 
Street,  to  fign  the  declaration  of  the  addrefs  of  the  Friends  to 
the  Liberty  of  the  Prefs.  (There  were  many  that  did  not  approve 
of  that,  and  they  might  thank  me  for  that*  A  great  number  of 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  as  many  I  believe  as  thirty,  were  pre- 
sent.) Thefe  Gentlemen  go  there  to  fign  that  declaration.  The 
next  thing  is,  that  they  refolved  to  put  the  King's  head  and  Mr. 
Pitt's  upon,  Temple  Bar,  to  deftroy  the  King.  And  then  it  was 
refolved  unanimoufl  v,  that  our  thanks  be  given  to  Mr.  Wharton 
for  his  fpeech  to  reftore  the  confthution  to  its  original  purity. 
They.  earnefUy  intreated  them  to  perfevere  in  the  caufe  of  the 
people.  We  all  agree  that  we  will  give  our  decided  iupport  to 
every  meafure  brought  forward  to  fuppqrt  the  rigjhjts  of  the  peo- 
ple, as  eftablifljed  at  the  glorious  Revolution  of  1688 :  Refolved, 
that  the  Constitutional  Society  &ould  print  fo  many  thoufand 
copies  of  Mr.  Wharton's  fpeech,  and  then  Mr.  Margarot  will 
get  4000  for  Che  London  Correfporiding  Society. 

Gentlemen,  I  only  aflc  you,  when  all  the  evidence  on  the  part 
$f  the  Crown,  except  that  which  is  of  the  mod  dangerous  na- 
ture, that  of  the  fpies,  when  it  falls  in  with  the  honeft  inten- 
tions of  the  parties— wfren  it  all  falls  in  in  the  fame  manner,  will 
you  believe  any  thing  (aid  by  a  man  who  is  only  a  fpy,  and  you 
&w  how  I  detected  him,  to  {how  that  he  had  no  fenfc  of  the 
nature  of  an  oath,  by  the  vefy  next  witnefs  that  was  called  ? 
How  can  vou  believe  fuch  a  mafs  of  inconiiftency,  that  men, 
between  whom  there  was  no  communication-— among  whom  there 
lyexe  no  arms — among  whom  there  was  no  violence,  that  they 
tfiouid  confpire  to  deftroy  his  Majofty's  moft  facred  perfon  i  No, 
•Gentlemen,  but  tjbey  did  this  in  fupporting  the  principles  which 
were  ever/hejd  by  the  moft  honourable  and  beft  of  our  ancestors, 
Co-patriots,  to  be  tl?e  genuine  fpirit  of  the  conftitution. 

Then,  Gentlemen,  being  driven  out  of  every  thing  that  can  re- 
late to  arms,  tftey  have  recourfe  to  an  expedient  which,  I  declare, 
fills  my  mind  with  horror  and  terror  when  I  think  of  it;  it  is  this, 
they  had  two  yeacs  before  fent  delegates  to  the  Convention  in 
Scotland,  with  fpecific  inftru&ions  pofitivejy  to  purfue  parliamen- 
tary f  ejqrm.  Y^iien  the  Convention  was  difperfed  they  fent  no 
other,  and  they  were  arretted  for  only  having  begun  to  confide? 
of  the  propriety  .of  fending  delegates  to  another.  Mr.  Har<dy 
Wrote  to 'the  fecretary,  and  you  will  remember  all  the  letters  he 
has  written  are  only  the  official  letters  of  the  (bqiety ;  that  they 
are  coenpofed  by  other  men  \  that  he  puts  his  name  officially  to 
them  j  .tfcat  though  Jus  Jieart  was  in  the  caufe,  as  far  as  heunder- 
ftood  it,  yet  the  language^  if  it  be  offenfive,  is  lefs  to  be  imputed 
tp  Mr.  Hardy  tlvui  almoft  to  any  other  individual  that  we  can 
name,  for  he  officially  puts  bis  name  to  papers  which  they  ho- 
nourably conceived  to  be  driving  to  the  purpofe  of  a  party  of 
individuals.     Mr.  JJardy  fends  a  circular  letter,  and  what  does  it 
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fey  ?  only,  111  general  terms,  their  intention  to  callanother  Con- 
vention l  and  it  happens  that  a  man  of  the  name  of  Watt,  who 
wa$  employed  by  government  in  Scotland  as  a  fpy,  but  who  was 
caught  a  tartar  at  his  fpying,  in  endeavouring  &  force  on  innocent 
people  that  which  was  never  in  their  intentions ;  but  he  could  not 
help  fhewing  himfelf  by  a  paper  which  he  read,  containing  a  plan 
of  that  which  he  intended  to  do,  but  which  he  hzd  no  preparation 
to  accomplifh,  and  which  he  knew  it  was  impoflible  he  fhould 
accomplish.  Is  it  poflible  to  fay,  that  a  great  country  can  be 
deftroyed  by  fuch  a  rabble  as  that  ?  It  would  be,  as  Johnfon 
faid,  *c  as  if  a  great  city  could  be  overflowed  by  its  kennels." 
Five  or  fix  people  got  together  in  a  fub-coipmittee  of  a  fociety 
of  the  Friends  of  the  People  in  Scotland.  They  appointed  a 
fub-committee,  and  Mr.  Watt  and  Downie,  and  one  or  two 
others,  cot  together.  Gentlemen,  I  know  not  how  to  exprefs 
what  I  feel  upon  this  fubjedh  " 

George  Rofs  was  next  called,  and  he  is  the  man  that  fays 
there  was  a  letter  fhewn  to  him.  He  fays  he  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Stock,  who  belonged  to  a  fociety  in  Edinburgh ;  that 
there  was  one  fent  to  Strathaven,  one  to  Paifley,  and  fome  other 
places ;  that  he  took  fome  of  the  minutes  or  the  Convention  $ 
that  this  was  a  circular  letter  to  call  another  Convention,  like 
that  which  the  magiftrates  had  dlfperfed,  by  taking  a  chairman 
by  the  fhoulder  and  turning  him  out  of  the  chair,  and  who  were 
tried  for  mifdemeahours ;  and  this  circular  letter,  fent  by  the  un- 
fortunate man  at  the  bar,  is  made  the  foundation  of  letting  in 
evidence,  upon  which  government  might  hang  their  own  fpy. 
A  great  deal  too  much  of  the  public  money  was  fpent,  I  think, 
upon  that  bufinefs ;  it  was  too  much  to  fet  up  a  fpy,  and  to  hang 
him  at  the  expence  of  50,0001.  But  I  will  not  argue  the  cafe  of 
a  dead  man,  and  particularly  fuch  a  man. 

The  next  witnefs,  Arthur  M'Ewen,  fays  he  belonged  to  & 
committee,  confifting  of  feven.  Watt  read  them  a  paper  pro- 
hibiting all  farmers  and  dealers  in  hay  to  remove  the  fame  from 
their  places  of  abode — and  the  gentlemen  refiding  in  the  country 
were  not  to  leave  their  habitations ;  and  on  ?  certain  day  they 
were  to  take  pofleffion  of  the  cattle,  feize  the  Lord  Juftice  Clerk, 
and  all  the  magiftrates  were  to  be  cut  off  by  thefe  men  of  buck- 
ram, and  the  pikes  to  be  gorready  on  the  morrow  for  the  pur- 
pofe ;  and  that  they  were  to  fend  An  addrefs  to  the  King,  order- 
ing him  to  put  an  end  to  the  war,  or  he  muft  abide:  by  the  confe- 
quences,  and  he  might  expect  worfe'confequeaces.  But  what  is 
all  this  to  Mr.  Hardy  ?  .  How  is  it  poflible  to  affect  him  with 
this?  Now  obferve  the  evil.  This  Watt,  the  man  that  is 
hanged,  faid  he  wifhed  to  correfpond  with  Mr.  Hardy  in  a  fafe 
manner.  So,  becaufe  a  ruffian  and  a  fcoundrel  choofes  to  fay  he 
wiQies  to  correfpond  with  me,  though  I  do  not  want  him  tb  cor- 
refpond with  me,  and  it  is  not  proved  in  the  caufe  even  that  the 
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exiftence  of  fych  a  perfori  under  the  canopy  of  heaven  was  know* 
to  him — (and  what*  he  did,  I  believe,  he  did  only  to  .draw  in 
others,  but  he  was  drawn  in  himfelf  in  the  attempt)— -but  be- 
caufe  he  fays  he  wants  to  correfpond  with  Hardy,  and  he  takes  a 
piece  of  paper  to  fliew  the  plan  of  a  correfpondence,  is  he  to  be 
3nv6lved  in  all  that  Watt  has  done  ?  Have  they  found  any  letters 
in  Hardy's  cuftody,  or  have  they  traced  by  any  other  man  in  the 
fociety,  any  connection  with  Hardy  ?  Where  is  the  man  that 
will  come  forward  and  fay,  there  was  any  defire  of  the Jeaft  con- 
nection between  them  on  the  part  of  the  man  before  you  ? 

Gentlemen,  I  am  making  no  charge,  but  I  wifh  that  all  meir 
may  have  the  benefit  of  good  intentions ;  yet  it  requires  fome 
ingenuity  for  the  Crown  to  account  for  thus  endeavouring  to  in- 
volve Mr.  Hardy  in  the  guilt  of  Watt. 

But,  Gentlemen,  they  went  down  to  Scotland,  in  order,  I 
fuppofe,  that  we  might  fee  taught  the  law  of  high  treafon  from 
the  Lord  Juftice  Clerk  at  Edinburgh,  which  is  to  be  a  fort  of 
jrehearia},  I  imagine,  in  order  to  teach  the  people  of  England 
how  they  are  to  execute  their  laws;  and  a  fpecial  commiffion  is 
Tield,  but  no .  men  ate  tried  but  thefe  two,  and  one  of  them,  I 
mean  Downie,  for  being  in  the  room  when  this  paper  was  read, 
and  aflenting  to  what  the  others  diffented  from.  And  I  am  told, 
that  one  of  the  Gentlemen  on  the  Jury  faid,  he  would  die  rather 
than  convict  Downie—-  though  he  was  afterwards  brought  over* 
I  understand  they  do  not  mean  to  execute  Downie ;  and  if  Downie 
is  an  objecT:  of  mercy,  who  was  in  the  room  with  Watt,  heard 
Watt,  and  faw  Watt,  upon  what  ground  on  earth  can  they  de* 
mand  the  life  of  the  prifoner,  who  had  no  connection  with  him, 
never  correfponded  with  him,  does  not  Jcnow  that  he  exifted,  nor 
Was  he  connected  with  him  either  directly  or  indirectly  ?  I  do 
not  know  what;  effeft  this  has  upon  the  Court  and  you,  but  I 
confefs  it  imprefles  me  very  much.  I  am  deeply  affe&ed  with 
the  hardfhip  of  the  prifoner.  How  an4  what  would  be  the  cafe 
of  every  man  among  us,  if  we  were  to  anfwer  for  all  our  own 
expreffions  ?  But  in  this  cafe,  that  poor  man  would  have  nothing 
to  fear,  for  nothing  has  been  proved  againft  him  of  that  fort; 
but  to  anfwer  for  the  expreffions  of  others,  is  an  hardfhip  beyond 
compare.  Nay,  if  that  was  to  be  the  cafe,  that  a  man  was  to 
jmfwer  for  the  expreffions  of  others,  no  man  could  enter  into  the 
moft  legal  combination.  If  every  thing  that  another  man  fays  is 
to  be  given  in  evidence  againft  him,  and  in  thofe  fucieties  many 
things  may  be  faid  and  propofed,  which  perhaps  fome  of  them 
may  have  difapproved  filently,  but  thinking  in  general  that  the 
object  of  the  ioclety  was  honourable,  would  not  oppofe  it — but 
jf  this  is  all  to  be  brought  forward  to  load  and  weigh  down,  with 
al}  the  alarm  of  a  country,  and  all  the  power  of  government, 
^uid  prefs  upon  the  head  of  an  innocent,  or  any  one  man,  how 
is  it  poffible  for  him  to  defend  himfelf  I     And  as  in  this  cafe, 

when 
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when  one  half  of  our  materials — but  I  am  really  not  able  to 
flate  ft  to  you  ;  I  am  fcarce  able  to  ftand,  having  had  fcarce  any 
thing  that  deferves  the  name  of  reft  fince  the  caufe  began.  I 
have  fiot  flept  fince  I  have  been  engaged  in  thjs  caufe.  I  have 
been  ftanding  or  fitting  here  as  you  have  feen  me  from  day  to 
day,  till  I  am  almoft  exhausted,  anxious  left  the  blood  of  that 
innocent  man  fhould  be  imputed  to  me. 

Then,  Gentlemen,  my  whole  argument  is  no  more  than  this— - 

that  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  ftands  indifted  for  an  enormous  and 

horrible  crime,  that  of  comparing  and  imagining  the  death  of 

the  King ;  that  that  imagination  and  comparing  confifts  in  the 

deliberate  purpofe  of  his  heart.     But  before  you  can  convi&  hinj 

of  the  faft,  you  muft  believe  it — not  fufpeft  it,  not  fancy  it  or 

imagine  it,  tut  believe  it :  and  it  is  impoffible  to  imprefs  on  the 

human  mind  that  a  Jury  would  devote  and  adjudge  his  neighbour 

to  the  enormous  penalty  of  death  without  having  that  evidence  which 

the  adminiftration  of  juftice  requires  in  its  ordinary  courfe  in  the 

adminiftration  of  the  law,  which  is  neither  more  nor  lefs  than 

thofe  rules  of  evidence  which  are  fettled  by  law,  and  which  are 

not  to  be  over-ruled  or  tampered  with ;  that  are  founded  in  th# 

charities  of  religion — in  the  philofophy  of  nature — in  the  truth* 

of  hiftory — and  in  the  experience  of  common  life.     And  who* 

ever  ventures  ralhly  to  depart  from  them,  I  know,  becaufe  I  hava 

the  authority  of  God's  word  to  fay  it,  that  it  will  be  meted  to 

him  in  the  lame  meafure,  and  both  God  and  man  will  judge  hina 

accordingly.  .    ; 

.  Gentlemen,  thefe  are  arguments  addrefied  to  your  reafons  and 
confeiences,  not  to  be  fhaken  in  upright  minds  by  precedent — - 
for  no  precedents  can  fan&ify  injuftice.  If  examples  would 
fan&ify  injuftice,  every  human  right  would  long  ago  have  been 
extinft  upon  the  earth.  If  the  State  Trials  in  bad  times  were 
to  be  fearched  for  precedents,  what  injuftice,  what  murder^ 
may  you  not  commit  ?  what  law  of  humanity  may  you  not 
trample  upon?  what  rules  of  juftice  may  you  not  violate ?  and, 
what  ends  of  wife  policy  may  you  not  abrogate  and  confound  ? 
If  precedents  in  bad  times  are  to  be  iipplicitly  followed,  why 
have  we  been  confuming  our  time  about  overt  afts  ?  Why  fhould 
we  have  heard  any  evidence  at  all  ?  You  might  have  been  con- 
vifted  without  any  evidence,  for  many  have  been  fo  con  vifted, 
and  in  this  manner  murdered,  even  by  A&s  of  Parliaments.  If 
precedents  in  bad  times  are  to  be  followed,  why  fhould  the  Lords 
and  Commons  have  inveftigated  thefe  charges  ?  Why  fhould 
the  Crown  have  put  them  into  this  courfe  of  judicial  trial? 
Why  fhould  they  have  held  this  enquiry  ?  Since,  without  fucK 
a  trial,  and  even  after  an  acquittal  upon  one,  they  might  hava 
attainted  all  their  prifoners  by  Aft  of  Parliament.  They  did  fo 
in  the  cafe  of  Lord  Stafford.  There  are  precedents,  therefore* 
for  all  fuch  things ;  but  fuch  as  could  not  for  a  raoment  furvi ve 
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the  times  of  madnefs  and  diffraction  which  gave  them  birth, 
and  which,  as  foon  as  the  fpurs  of  the  occafion  were  blunted, 
were  repealed  and  execrated  even  by  Parliament ;  which,  little 
as  I  may  think  of  the  prefent,  it  is  not  to  l?e  compared  with 
Parliaments  fitting  in  the  darknefs  of  former  times,  in  the  night 
of  freedom,  before  the  principles  of  government  were  deve- 
loped, and  before  theconftitution  became  fixed.  The  laft  of 
thefe  precedents,  as  I  before  ftated  to  you,  and  alf  the  proceed- 
ings upon  it,  were  ordered  to  be  taken  off  the  file  and  burnt,  for 
the  honour  of  our  anceftors,  to  the  intent  that  the  fame  might  no 
longer  be  vifible  in  after  ages :  an  order  dictated,  no  doubt,  by  a 
pious  tendernefs  for  national  honour,  and  meant  as  a  charitable 
Covering  for  the  crimes  of  our  fathers ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  it 
was  a  fin  againft  pofterity,  it  Was  a  treafon  againft  fociety  \  for, 
inftead  of  commanding  them  to  be  burnt,  they  fliould  have  di- 
rected them  to  be  blazoned,  in  large  letters,  upon  the  walls  of 
our  courts  of  juftice,  that,  like' the  characters  decyphered  by  the 
prophet  of  God  to  the  eaftern  tyrant,  they  might  enlarge  and 
blacken  in  your  fights,  to  terrify  you  from  acts  of  injuftice. 

Gentlemen,  if  juftice  was  out  of  the  queftion,  yet  policy  is 
equally  with  me,  in  times  like  the  prefent,  when  it  is  to  be  la- 
mented that  the  whole  habitable  earth  is  in  a  ftate  of  fluctuation, 
when  dt'ferts  are  ftarting  up  into  civilized  empires  around  you, 
and  when  men,  no  longer  (laves  to  the  prejudices  of  particular 
countries,  much  lefs  to  the  abufes  of  particular  governments, 
enlift  themfelves,  like  the  citizens  of  an  enlightened  world,  into 
whatever  communities  (hall  beft  protect  their  civil  liberties.  It 
never  can  be  for  the  intereft  of  Great  Britain  to  prove  that  the 
ftrict  unextended  letter  of  our  laws  is  no  certain  fecurity  to  its 
inhabitants.  On  the  contrary,  when  fo  dangerous  a  lure  is  held 
out  to  emigration,  it  will  be  found  to  be  the  wifeft  policy  of 
Great  Britain  to  fet  up  her  happy  conftitution,  the  ftrict  letter  of 
her  guardian  laws,  and  the  proud  condition  of  equal  freedom, 
which  her  higheft  and  loweft  fubjects  ought  equally  to  enjoy.  It 
will  be  her  wifeft  policy  to  fet  up*  thefe  firft  of  human  bleffing^ 
againft  thofe  charms  of  change  and  novelty,  which  the  fluctuating 
condition  of  the  world  is  hourly  holding  out,  and  which  may 
deeply  affect  the  population  and  profperity  of  her  country.  In 
times  when  this  crime-— when  fubordination  to  lawful  government 
is  faid  to  be  every  where  but  too  little  felt,  it  would  be  found 
to  be  the  wifeft  policy  of  Great  Britain  to  inftil  into  the  governed  . 
aji  almoft  fuperftitious  reverence  for  the  ftrict  fecurity  of  the 
Jaws,  which,  from  their  equal  adminiftration,  can  feldom  work 
injuftice,  and  which,  from  the  reverence  growing  out  of  their 
mildnefs  and  antiquity,  acquire  a  usability  in  the  habits  and  af- 
fections of  men  hx  beyond  the  fanction  of  forcible  exertions ; 
Whereas  fevere  penalties  and  arbitrary  constructions  of  laws,  in- 
tended for  eafe  and  protection,  lay  the  foundation  of  alienation 
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from  government,  which)  at  all  times,  is  dangerous,  and  the 
confequences  of  which  now  I  tremble  to  think  or. 

Gentlemen,  what  one  reads  in  books  does  not  make  fuch  im- 
preflions  as  when  we  fee  things  paffing  before  our  eyes.     Look 
to  the  fruit  of  thofe  miferable  fa&ions  and  divifions  in  Brabant.- 
If  the  Emperor  Jofephhad  given  to  his  fubjefts  fully  and  at  once 
the  J<Wufe  Entree^  their  ancient  conftitution  derived  from  the 
good  Duke  of  Burgundy,  to  obtain  which  I  remember  the  fame 
movements  as  in  this  country   for  the  reform  of  Parliament, 
but  inftead  of  which  they  were  handed  up  to  Bruflels,  and  in 
Courts,  as  this  is  conftituted,  profcribed  for  their  turbulency;  but 
had  the  Emperor  granted  their  conftitution,  given  them  by  the 
good  Duke  of  Burgundy,  they  would — I  know  what  I  fay — it  is 
not  what  I  have  heard  or  read  of — I  have  fcen  the  procefs  of  .the 
thing  of  which  I  am  fpeaking — they  would  have  rifen  in  a  mafs 
to  maintain  their  own  liberties  ana  their  Prince's  throne,  rjhus 
interwoven  together,  and  the  French,  like  the  giants  of  antiquity 
(and  they  are  indeed  the  giants  of  modern  times)  when  they  at- 
tempted Heaven,  would  have  been  rolled  and  trampled  in  the  mire 
of  their  ambition.     But  inltead  of  this  conceflion  in  due  time, 
the  Emperor  marched  into  Brabant,  and  all  was  peace;  but  it 
was  fuch  a  peace  as  there  is  in  Vefuvius  or  ./Etna  before  they 
vomit  forth  their  lava  and  roll  their  conflagration  over  the  de- 
voured  habitations  of  men.     The  French  might  as  well  have 
attempted  to  reach  the  flcies  as  to  go  into  Brabant  if  the  people  of 
Brabant  would  have  held  their  country,  which  they  would,  no 
doubt,  have  done,  if  the  Emperor  had  made  their  government 
comfortable.     When  the  French  approached,  the  fatal   effe&s 
were  feen  of  a  government  of  conftraint  ^nd  terror ;  the  well  af- 
fefted  were  dif-fpirited,  and  the  irritated  were  inflamed  into  fury. 
At  that  moment  the  Arch-Duchefs  fled  from  Bruflels  and  the 
Duke  of  Saxe-Tefchen  was  feat  to  offer  them  the  Joyeufe  Entree. 
But  the  feafon  of  conceflion  was  pafled  away,  and  the  throne  of 
Brabant  has  departed  from  the  Houfe  of  Auftria — I  fear,  for 
ever  !  In  the  fame  way,  a  far  more  important  and  fplendid  crown 
departed  from  his  Majefty's  illuftrious  Houfe,  the    crown   of 
America,  owing  to  a  fpirit  of  turbulence  which  broke  out  in  that 
•  country,  when  they  were  contending  for  fome  irregularities ;  and 
here  again  I  will  not  give  you  my  own  words,  I  will  refer  you 
to  the  uifpiring  eloquence  of  Mr.  Burke,  whofe  name  I  have  fo 
often  mentioned,     Wliat  did  he  fay  to  this  country  ?  a  I  hive 
many  reafons  to  thank  Providence  for  the  fituation  in  which  I 
am  placed,  and  fhould  be  the  moft  ungrateful  man  in  the  world 
*if  I  did  not  wifh  to  cultivate  the  happinefs  of  my  countryr 
men ;  and  that  is  not  to  be  done  by  dividing  one  party  againft 
the  other,     They  wanted  money,     not  for  the  fupport  of  his 
Majefty,  but  to  pay  thofe  fkip-jacks  that  Mr.  Tooke  talked  o£ 
*  to  jraife  4  revenue  in  America  for  the.  purpofes  of  corruption* 
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The  people  in  America  would  not  bear  it ;  but  they  wanteff 
money  for  that  ferviee ;  for  all  ferviee,  whether  of  revenue,  trade, 
or  empire.  My  truft  is  in  her  intereft  in  the  Britifh  conftitution, 
jny  hold  of  the  colonies  is  in  the  clofe  affection  which  grows 
.from  common  names,  from  kindred  blood,  from  finiilar  privileges 
and 'equal  protection.  As  long  as  you  have  the  wifdom  to  keep 
the  fbvereign  authority  of  this  country,  as  the  fanituary  of  liberty, 
the  facred  temple  confecrated  to  our  common  faith,  wherever  the 
cfcofen  race  and  fons  of  England  worfhip  freedom,  they  will  turn 
their  faces  towards  you.  The  more  ardently  they  love  liberty 
the  more  (perfe<fl  will  be  their  obedience-  Slavery  they  can  have 
any, where — it  is  a  weed  that  grows  in  every  foil  ;  they  may  have 
it  from  Spain,  they  may  have  it  from  Pruffia,  but  until  you  be- 
come loft  to  all  feeling  of  your  true  intereft  and  your  national 
dignity,  freedom  they  can  nave  from  none  but  you.  It  is  the 
Ipirit  of  the  Englifti  conftitution  which  pervades,  feeds,  unites, 
invigorates,  vivifies  every  part  of  the  empire,  even  down  to  the 
tninuteft  meinbcr.  Is  it  not  the  fame  virtue  which  does  every 
thing  for  us  here  in  England  ?  Do  you  imagine  that  it  is  the  land- 
tax  which  raifes  your  revenue ;  that  it  is  the  annual  vote  in  the 
committee  of  fupply,  which  gives  you  your  army;  or  that  it  is  the 
mutiny  bill  which  infpircs  it  with  bravery  and  difcipline  ?  No,, 
furely,  no„  It  is  the  love  of  the  people,  it  is  their  attachment  to 
the  government,  from  the  fenfe  of  the  deep  ftake  they  have  in 
fiich  a  glorious  inftitution,  which  gives  you  your  army  and  your 
navy,  and  infufes  into  both  that  liberal  obedience,  without  which 
your  army  would  be  a  bafe  rabble,  and  your  navy  nothing  but 
gotten  timber.*'     Such  was  the  language  of  that  fublime  writer. 

Gentlemen,  to  conclude,  my  wifli  is  that  we  fhould  not  con- 
jure up  a  Ipirit  among  us  to  deftroy  ourfelves  ;  do  not  let  us  follow 
the  example  of  a  French  Tribunal;  let  us  not  follow  the  example 
jaf  that  which  we  deplore  in  another  country;  do  not  let  us  make 
our  courts  of  juftice  refemble  theirs;  let  us  keep  up  the  old  and 
venerable  laws  of  our  forefathers;  let  our  adminiftration  bejuit 
znd  pure;  and  let  a  Jury  of  the  country  feel  the  duty  they  owe  to 
the  public,  to  themfelves,  to  pofterity,  and  to  God,  when  their 
minds  are  fatisfied  or  not  fatisfied  of  the  guilt  of  a  prifoner,,  to 
prefer ve  the  life  of  a  man  who  only  afks  it  of  them  upon  the  fame 
terms  that  they  would  in  their  turn  afk  their  own. 

Gentlemen,  I  will  $ow  conclude,  with  an  ardent  wifh  and  firrn 
hope,  that  it  may  pleafe  God,  who  is  the  author  of  all  good  that 
pan  happen  amongft  mankind,  who,  I  am  perfuaded,  fuperinterids 
all  the.  affairs  of  this  world,  who  moulds  governments  at  his  will, 
>vho  governs  us  all  in  juftice  and  in  mercy,  and  from  whofe  care 
and  bounty"  has  arifen  the*  prolperity  and  glory  of  this  happy 
ifland,  that  he  will  fend  his  guardian  angels  to'  protect  vou, 
end  to  enlighten  dpd  direct  your  minds  in  the  confideration  ofthif 
caufe, 

Qentlomei^ 
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Gentlemen,  I  am  aware  that  I  have  not  acquitted  myfelf*  to 
that  unfortunate  perfon  who  has  trufted  me  with  his  defence,  in 
the  way  I  could  wifli.  I  am  exhaufted  in  fpirit,  I  am  exhaufted  in: 
ftrength,  but  I  have  done  it  to  the  beft  of  my  ability.  To  youf 
care  I  now  commit  him  without  fear,  being  confident  in  the  ex- 
pectation that  you  will  do  him  juftice. 

Gentlemen,  I  will  juft  ftate  one  thing  more,  which  is  that  I 
will  fhew  by  as  many  witneffes  as  may  be  found  convenient  and 
neceflary  for  you  to  hear  upon  the  fubjecfc,  by  a  great  many  per- 
fons  who  are  members  of  that  fociety,  who  have  attended  it  with 
thofe  views  that  I  have  imputed  to  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  who 
will  tell  vou  that  their  otyefts  and  views  were  harmlefs,  inoffen-* 
five,  ana  peaceable,  and  that  Mr.  Hardy,  of  all  other  men,  was 
the  moft  fo.  And  I  have  an  Honourable  Gentleman  in  my  eye, 
who,  having  intimated  a  defign  to  bring  a  bill  into  Parliament 
refpe&ing  thefe  focieties,  wifl  tell  you,  that  Mr.  Hardy  offered 
himfelf  voluntarily  to  come  forward — he  offered  to  fhew  him  all 
his  papers,  and  to '  give  him  all  the  materials  for  examining  to 
the  utmoft,  in  order  to  (atisfy  and  give  juftice  to  the  offended 
laws  of  his  country,  if  they  had  been  offended.  I  will  fhew 
you,  that  his  chara&sr  was  excellent,  charitable,  religious,  tem- 
perate, moderate,  every  thing  that  can  belong  to  a  good  man, 
and  a  good  fubjeft.  That  is  the  nature  of  my  evidence ;  and, 
when  you  hear  it,  I  am  fure,  Gentlemen,  you  cannot  have  the 
leaft  doubt  of  coming  to  that  concluiion  (and  I  beg  pardon  for 
taking  up  fo  much  of  your  time)  whiqh  I  have  been  endea- 
vouring to  point  out  to  you. 
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EVIDENCE  FOR  THE  PRISONER. 

.    Lorriman  G odd ard  Jivorn.~~Examined  by  Mr.  Gibes* 

§\  WERE  you  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  So- 
ciety ? 
A  Yes. 
j?>.  Were  you  of  the  fame  divifion  with  the  prifoner,  Mr. 

Hardy  ? 
A.  Yes,  No.  2. 

3.  Did  you  attend  the  divifions  much  ? 
A  Very  regular. 

Jp.  How  long  is  it  fince  you  belonged  to  it  ? 
A  I  don't  recolledt  thfc  time ;  it  is  near  two  years  ago. 
4j>.  And  you  ceafed  to  be  a  member  When  Mr.  Hardy  was 
taken  up  ? 
A.  I  did. 

In  the  divifion  did  you  fee  Mr.  Hardy  frequently  ? 
It  was  very  rare  that  he  was  abfent 
You  are  acquainted  With  him  befides  ? 
Yes.    I  might  fee  Mr.  Hardy  four  or  five  times,  fometimes 
.Ux  times  a  week.     I  never  miffed   a  Sunday,  hardly,  without 
calling  upon  him,  either  in  the  courfe  of  the  day  or  in  the 
evening. 

4L°  What  was  Mr.  Hardy,  a  man  of  a  peaceable  difpofition, 
or  inclined  to  riots  and  tumult  ? 
A.  Remarkably  peaceable. 
Was  he  a  friend  to  order  ? 
r.  Very  much  fo.     There  was  an  inftance  of  it  in  the  fo- 
ciety  at  the  time  we  were  difperfed  from  the  public-houfes.     He 
defired  particularly,  when  we  got  to  a  private  houfe,  that  we 
never  would  even  bring  a  flick  with  us.     He  defired  it  particu- 
larly. 

Then  he  \#as  a  great  friend  to  peace  and  order  ? 
Yes,  remarkably  fo. 
What  are  the  obje&s  of  your  fociety  ? 
Parliamentary  reform.     Nothing  elfc  that  I  ever  heard. 
j^>.   In  what  Houfe  of  Parliament  was  that  reform  to  take 
place  ? 

A.  In  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

Lord  Prefident.  The  witnefs  fhould  be  told,  that  queftions 
touching  the  condutt  of  the  fociety,  whether  criminal  or  inno- 
cent, he  may  or  not  anfwer  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner,  a$- 
he  will  alfo  be  liable  to  be -examined  to  the  fame  points  on  the 
part  of  the  profecution ;  and  that  I  cannot  then,  if  any  ques- 
tions are  afked  him  which  he  fhould  not  wifh  to  anfwer,  protect 
him. 

Mr, 
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Mr.  OiUs.  I  underftand  fo.  .    v 

Lord  PrefedenU  Every  witnefc  fhould  underftand  thai  when  hd 
is  called. 

^  Mr.  (?iMi.  Any  witnefs  we  call  will  fubmit  to  any  examina- 
tion on  the  part,  of  the  Crown; 

Mr.  Gibbs.  (To  Goddard)  You  underftand,  you  miift  anTwer* 
the  queftions  that  that  Gentleman  may  put  to  you,  as  well  as 
thofe  I  put  to  you  ? 

A.  I  am  not  afraid  to  anfwer  any  queftion  that  I  know. 

A  Your  only  object  was  parliamentary  reform  in  the  Houfe 
9f  Common*  \ 

A.  Nothing  dfe; 

■&  Was  '*  any  Wt  of  your  plan  to  make  any  alterations  in 
the  Houfe  of  Lords  ? 

Am  None*  * 

&  Had  you  ever  any  deiign  to  make  any  attack,  or  intrench 
At  all  upon  the  authority  of  the  CrOwn  ? 

A.  No*  God  forbid. 

Mr.  Attorney  General  I  object  to  that  queftion. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  The  objedk  of  my  queftion  is*  whether  any  of  that 
Society,  that  he  knew  of,  had  any  views  of  change  in  the  Houfd 
of  Lords,  or  of  attacking  the  authority  of  the  Crown. 

Lord  Prtfidenu  You  may  aft  what  were  the  views  of  the  fb-» 
ciety  with  refpeft  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords  and  the  King. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  You  did  wifh  that  there  mould  be  a  reform  in  th£ 
Houfe  of  Commons  r 

A.  Yes. 

Q  Whftt  were  the*  vtews  of  the  fociety  with  refpeft  to  th* 
faduTe  of  Lords  ? 

A,  None.  m 

J^.  What  were  th^ir  Views  refpe£Hng  the  authority  of  th* 
Crown  ? 

A*  None. 

iP.  You  told  me  you  .was  intimately  acquainted  with  Mn 
Hardy ;  did  he  converfe  with  you  frequently  upon  political  fubjefts  ? 

A.  Frequently* 

Q  If  he  haa  had  any  views  different  from  yours*  do  you 
think  you  mould  have  known  them  ? 

A.  I  fhould,  for  cut iofity  often  led  me  to  afk  a  number  of 
tyueftionsi 

J?.  Had  you  any  reafon,  from  any  donverlation  with  him,  to 
think  his  views  were  different  from  yours,  either  refpccting  the 
Houfe  of  Lords,  or  the  King  ? 

A.  No,  I  had  not* 

Mr.  Attorney  General  I  will  not  have  queftioits  put  in  that  way* 

Mr.  krtkine.  Are  you  afraid  of  the  queftion  ? 
^  Mr.  Attorney  General  I  am  afraid  of  no  queftion  j  but  ques- 
tions ought  not  to  be  put  into  the  witness's  mouth. 

Vol.  U.  F  f  tyrJ 
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lord  Prefident.  What  is  the  queftion  objected  to  ?  If  the 
Court  can  mediate  they  will  be  very  willing  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  You  never  had  any  reafon  to  fappofe,  nor  coHe&ed 
from  Mr.  Hardy,  that  he  had  different  views  from  you  ? 

A.  No. 

jP.  Did  Mr.  Hardy  ever  produce  to  you,  from  any  divifion  ofc 
his  fociety,  any  letters  from  Sheffield  about  pikes  ? 

A.  No,  he  never  did. 

5.  Did'he  ever  communicate  it  to  you  ? 

A  No,  never. 

Crofs-examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  Gene  raj.. 

J§>.  That  Gentleman  afked  you,  whether  Mr.  Hardy  had  ever 
'  communicated  to  you  that  letter  from  Sheffield ;  you  faid,  No. 
What  letter  do  you  mean  when  you  fay  Mr.  Haray  never  com- 
jnunicated  it  to  you  ? 

A.  I  mean  the  Sheffield  letter. 

J>.  I  fhould  be  glad  to  know  what  Sheffield  letter  you  mean  ? 
f  I  don't  know. 

4J.  What  did  you  mean,  then,  by  frying  he  had  never  com- 
municated it  toyou ? 

Mr.  Gibbs.  The  queftion  I  aflced  was,  and  I  appeal  to  the  re- 
.colle&iomof  his  Lordfhip  and  the  Jury,  if  he  communicated  a 
letter  from  Sheffield  refpefting  pikes. 

Lord  Prefident.  I  agree  that  you  did  put  the  queftion  fo ;  at 
the  fame  time  I  agree  that  you  ought  not  to  interrupt  the  croft- 
examination.  There  ought  to  be  no  breaking-in  on  one  another, 
becaufe  one  Gentleman  don't  underftand  the  other,  but  wait  till 
they  have  done,  and  then  explain  it. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  There  is  2  Gentleman,  not  Counfel  in 
the  caufe,  fits  next  to  Mr.  Gibbs,  who,  when  I  afk  queftions, 
makes  observations  in  the  hearing  of  the  witnefs.  I  muft  defire 
that  no  Gentleman  fhall  fit  nsxt  the  Counfel  for  the  plaintiff  or 
defendant.  It  is  well  known  that  communicating  and  converting 
with  the  defendant's  Counfel  may,  in  point  of  fa&,  immediately 
lead  the  witnefs  to  give  an  anfwer  which  he  could  not  have  given 
without. 

Mr.  Vaughan.  The  only  circumfbance  which  induced  me  to 
make  one  fingle  obfervation  is  this :  that  Mr.  £rfkine  and  Mr* 
Gibbs  begged  I  would  fit  next  them,  inafmuch  as  fome  months 
ago  I  had  been  confulted  upon  the  fubjeft  of  this  trial ;  and,  as 
that  was  the  cafe,  I  might  recoiled  circumftances  with  which 
they  might  not  be  acquainted. 

Lord  Prejident.  The  Court  will  certainly  not  interfere  with 
any  Gentleman  fitting  next  to  the  Counfel  for  the  prifoner,  to 
give  them  that  affiitance  or  knowledge  which  he  may  be  able  to 
give  them;  at  the  fame  time  you  will  undoubtedly  take  particular 
care  to  avoid  any  thing  that  may  give  any  ground  for  fuch  ob- 
fervation, 
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Tcrvation,  efpecially  if  you  (peak  loud  enough  for  the  witnefles 
to  hear.  If  you  did  fo,  you  was  not  fo  cautious  as  you  >  would 
have  been  if  you  had  recollected. 

Mr.  Vaugban.  I  certainly  would  not,  my  Lord, 

Lerd  PrefidenU  The  Court  have  no  inclination  to  prevent  the 
Counfel  who  are  afligned  from  receiving  all  the  information  that 
they  can  receive;  at  the  fame  time  fome  degree  of  caution  is 
neceflary. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  heard,  as  diftinft  as  I  hear  this  mo- 
ment, tt  the  letter  about  the  pikes." 

Lord  PrefidenU  I  really  have  taken  down  his  anfwer,  that  he 
never  heard  of  any  letter  from  Sheffield  about  pikes. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  How  long  have  you  been  in  this  fo*» 
ciety  ? 

A.  Nearly  two  years. 

You  were  of  divifion  No.  2  ? 
Y  es.  4 

Who  introduced  you  into  the  fociety  ? 
A  brother  of  mine. 

9.  Where  did  he  live? 

A.  He  did  live  at  No.  27,  Pall-mall.  He  now  lives  in  Horfly— 
down. 

9.  Was  you  at  the  Globe  Tavern  on  the  20th  of  January  ? 

A.  Yes. 

9.  Were  you  at  Chalk  Farm  the  19th  of  April  ? 

a.  Yes,  I  was. 

?.  Being  at  the  Globe  Tavern  on  the  20th  of  January,  1794, 
underitand  you  to  fay  that  nothing  pafled  there  but  what 
was  peaceable  and  right,  according  to  your  notion  ? 

A.  Yes,  every  thing  was. 

j£.  Did  you  ever  fee  a  printed  account  of  what  pafled  there? 

X  Yes ;  fome  refolutions.  , 

J^.  Were  thofe  refolutions  you  faw  in  print  a  regular  and  cor* 
reft  account  of  what  pafled  there  ? 

A.  I  think  they  were. 

j^.  Being  a  regular  account  of  what  had  pafled,  do  you  mean 
to  ftate  that  the  refolutions  of  that  day  were  peaceable,  and  ac- 
cording to  the  law  of  the  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  they  were. 

4>.  And  you  mean  to  ftate,  as  far  as  your  judgement  goes,  that 
the  proceedings  there  were  as  peaceable  as  they  ought  to  be  ? 

A.  I  thought  they  were  fo. 

9.  Perhaps  you  was  prefent  at  Breillat's  when  delegates  were 
chofen — Were  you  prefent  at  Breillat's  when  the  fociety  fent  the 
delegates  ? 

A.  I  was  not  there.     I  know  the  fait 

4}.  And  you  approved  of  it  ? 

A.  Yes*  but  I  never  was  in  office. 

Ff*  £.  Did 
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A  I5id  JOH  ever  hear  of  the  fecret  committee  ? 

Ju  Yes.,  I  have  he,ard  of  it. 
'  $K  Do  you  happen  to  know  Tyho  the  fecret  committee  were. - 
compofed  of? 

A.  No4  I  never  did* 

4>.  Wa^  you.  a  member  of  the  London  Corresponding  Society, 
and*  not  know  who  the  fecret  committee  were  ? 

A  I  will  fay  every  thing  I  know. 

4>.  Ifvery  ^nfwer  that  you  have  given  to  nie  yet,  pjroves  to 
me  that  you  are  an  honeft  man.  That  being  fo,  tiny,  had  ft  fecret 
committee  ? 

A.  Yes,  they  rjad, 

4£-  Was  it  known  by  the  body*  in  general  whQ  the  fecret  com-' 
mittee  were  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  it  was. 

JP.  Then,  Mr.  Goddard,  giving  this  character  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  fociety*  you  remained  in  the  fociety  of  cotyrfe. 
You  don't  know  the  proceedings  of  any  committer  whofe  njifpes 
you  don't  know  ? 

A*  No,  I  do  not 

J^.  \yhen  the  prifoner  and  others  were,  apprehended)  dqn't 
you  know  there  was  another  fecret  committee  formed  ? 

A.  I  don/t  kno\yi  I  left  the  fociety;  I  never  attended  after- 
wards. 

J^.  Don't  ypu  kn9w  another  fecret  committee  was  fonne4  af- 
ter their  apprehenuqn  ? 

A.  No  j  I  left  the  fociety  upon  that 

j|\  Mr,  Goddard,  who  were  the  delegates  to  th$  Scotch  Con- 
vention ? 

A.  Mr.  Margarot  and  Mr.  Gerald  were  the,  delegates  to  the 
Scotch  Convention. 

K  Were  you  in  the  fociety  before  the  6th  of  Auguft,  1792  ? 
u  No;  I  was  in  two.  years  within  a  month. 
4>.  I  hope  you  have  feen  the  addrefs  of  the  6tJi  of  Auguft, 
j  792? 
A  I  have,  may  be ;  but  I  caiyiot  recollect. 
J^.  Don't  you  know  any  thing  of  the  contents  of  it,  then  ? 
A.  No. 

J>.  You  fay  you  know  nothing  at  all  of  the  Sheffield  letter  ? 
f  No,  nothing, 

JK  Do  you  know  a  pcrfon  of  the  name  of  Stock  ? 
.  I  do  not. 
jp.  Did  you  ever-  hear  of  a  circular  letter  that  v^ras  fejit  injta 
Scotland  to  call  a  Convention  i 
A.  Yes. 

>.  Do  you  know  vfho  carried  it;  into  Scotland  i, 

f  No.  "" 

%*  Upon 
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Jg.  Upon  ypur  oathx  how  did  that  drcular  letter,  wfththt 
flame  of  ff  artly,  get  into  Scotland  ? 
A.  I  don't  know  at  all. 
By  whom  wa,s  it  fcnt  ? 
K  I  aonat  know  that  it  ever  got  there. 
Q  In  point  of  fac%  did  you  or  not  ever  hear  whether  th*t  qu> 
icular  letter  went  or  not  ? 

A.  Never ;  it  might  or  might  not 
*     Lord  Prefident.  Tell  me  whether  that  circular  letter  went  or 
jio — Did  you  ever  hear  it  ? 

A.  I  might  have  heard  it,  but  I  doji't  recolleft  the  drcum- 
iHnce. 

I  thought  you  faid  you  had  heard  of  it  ? 
I  faid.  there  was  a  circular  letter  gone  into  Scotland* 
Mr.  Attorney  General  Permit  me  to  afk  you,  where  you  heard, 
*hat  ? 

A.  In  the  dlvifion. 

What  were  the  contents  of  it  ? 
I  don't  know., 
jf>.  Then,  Mr.  Goddard,  you  confidered  the  proceeding*  of 
the  20th  of  January,  and  thqfe  at  Ch?lk  Farm,  as  quite  confti- 
tutional  ? 
.  A*  Yes,  I  thought  fo. 

j£.  I  then  have  out  one  more  queftion  to  afk  you.     You  fing 
fame  fongs  fometimes,  don't  you,  in  tfie  fociety  ? 
A.  No,  not  in  the  fociety. 

&.  How  came  it  that  you  never  fung  In  tjie  fociety  ? 
A  I.dpn't  know;  fongs  were  not  in  general  introduced. 
9.  I  hope  fongs  were  not  fung  at  your  dinner  ? 
A.  Q  yes. 
J&  Was  there  not  a  fong  called  «  Gpd  feve  the  Rights  of 

Man?" 

A.  I  have  heard  of  fuch  a  fong. 
jp.  Perhaps  you  fing  that  yourfelf  ? 
Jf  No, . I  never  did. 

Can  you  repeat  any  of  it  ? 
I  cannot  repeat  a  verfe  of  it. 
J§>.  Don't  you  know  a  fonsr  that  has  th^  chorus,  t  u  Plant,  plant 
the  tree,  fair  Freedom's  tree?" 

A.  Youknow  more  of  it  than  I  dp. 

You  remember  this  fong, tt  Plant,  plant  the  tree  ?" 
T. I  cannot  recollect  that  I  have  heard  it  fung,  and  I  may  hart 
heard  many  fongs. 

^L  I  a(k  you  if  you  ever  heard  a  fong  with  the  chorus, 
f*  Plant,  plant  the  tree,  fair  Freedom's  tree  ?" 
A.  I  have  heard  fuch  a  fpng,  ' 

4>.  Now,  Mr.  Goddard,  Heave  you  to  the  Court 

A  I  nevv 
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//.  I  never  heard  the  fong  fung  in  my  life.  There  wore  a. 
number  of  people  ufed  to  come  with  fongs  that  did  not  belong 
to  the  fociety. 

<§.  How  many  fongs  of  Mr.  ThelwalPs  have  you  ever  feea 
and  had  in  your  pofleffion  ? 

A.  I  have  had  them  all,  and  I  never  thought  there  was  any 
harm  in  them. 

Jf>.  Do  you  mean  to  fwear  that  you  thought  there  was  no 
harm  in  ThelwalPs  fongs ;  be  fo  good  as  to  tell  us  the  name  of 
fome  of  them  ? 

A,  I  cannot  tell  the  titles  of  them. 

jjjc  You  had  all  ThelwalPs  fongs,  and  cannot  tell  us  the  tkfe 
of  one  of  them  ? 

A.  There  are  three  of  Thel wall's  fongs  \  but  I  don't  know 
what  you  mean  by  all. 

§^  Don't  you  know  that  there  were  three  fongs  upon  one 
(beet,  and  difperfed  over  the  country  \  were  they  not? 

A.  Yes. 

Had  you  thofe  fongs  in  your  pofleffion  ? 

Yes. 

What  were  they ;  what  were  the  titles  ? 

Upon  my  word  I  cannot  recoiled  the  titles. 

J9.  Look  at  that  fong  and  fee  if  you  have  ever  feen  it  before?  ' 

A.  I  am  no  ballad  finger.     Which  fong  do  you  mean  ? 
«  God  fave  the  Rights  of  Man  ?" 

Yes,  I  might  or  might  not ;  I  cannot  fay ;  but  it  was  neither 
{aid  nor  fung  in  the  fociety. 

Mr.  Erskine.  Is  pur  Lordfhip's  time  to  be  confumed  by  this 
Gentleman's  opinion  of  a  fong  ? 

Lard  President,  If  the  fong  is  proved  to  be  fung  in  the  fociety, 
}t  is  proper  to  be  afked.  He  faid  that  all  the  proceedings  there 
were  peaceably  and  orderly ;  therefore  there  can  be  no  obje&ion 
to  afking  that  queftion. 

Mr.  Erskine.  No,  my  Lord,  there  cannot;  but  it  is  not  proved 
that  it  was  fung  there. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  muft  afk  you  this  queftion  before  yon 
go :  look  at  that  paper,  and  tell  me  if  that  was  printed  by  the 
order  of  the  London  Corresponding  Society:  had  you  ever  a 
paper  of  that  fort  in  your  hand  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollea.  I  told  you  I  never  was  in  office,  but  I 
regularly  attended. 

Francis  DowLiNGylc/0rw. — Examined  by  Mr*  Gibbs. 

Jg.  Were  you  a  meuilier  of  the  London  Correfponding  So- 
ciety? 

A.  Yes. 

§.  A  member  of  that  divifion  of  which  Hardy  was  a  member? 

A.  Yes* 

9.  What 


J^.  What  was  the  objeft  of  the  fociety  ?  .  , , 

Jf. To  obtain  a  parliamentary  reform, 
JP.  In  what  branch  of  Parliament  ? 
j£  The  Houfe  of  Commons, 
K  Had  you  any  other  obje&  but  that? 
f  Nd  other. 

J^.  What  did  you  mean  with  refped  to  the  King,  or  tnaf 
HouTeof  Lords? 

A.  Nothing  at  all,  no  thought  of  it,  only  a  reform  in  Par- 
liament. 

J^   And  you  fay  by  Parliament  you  mean  the   Houfe  of 
Commons  i 
A  Yes. 

JjK  Did  you  entertain  any  other  idea  of  reform  yourfelf  befideg 
that  of  reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ? 
A.  No. 

4£*  Had  you  any  idea  of  oppofing  the  government  by  force  j 
had  vou  any  intention  of  doing  that? 
A.  No. 
K  Did  you  fee  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  Mr.  Hardy,  there?  - 
fYes. 

J^.  Did  he  ever  point  out  to  you  in  converfation  that  he  had 
any  iuch  intention  i 
A.  Quite  the  contrary. 
<£>.  What  was  Mr.  Hardy's  charafier? . 
A  A  peaceable,  orderly,  and  pious  man. 
J^.  Were  you  at  the  London  Correfponding  Society  when  a 
Convention  was  talked  of? 
jf.  Yes.    " 

j?.  What  was  your  intention  in  calling  that  Convention  ? 
A.  To  take  the  fenfe  of  the  delegates  of  the  different  di  vifions, 
upon  the  beft  means  of  obtaining  a  reform  in  the  Houfe  of 
Commons. 

_  _  < 

j^.  Was  it  any  part  of  your  intention  that  this  Convention 
(hould  proceed  by  force  ? 
A.  No,  nor  of  any  member. 
jf>.  Was  it  the  intention  of  Mr.  Hardy? 
2:  No. 

Crofi-examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  General. 
9.  How  long  have  you  been  a  member  of  that  fociety  ? 
A.  Two  years  and  a  hal£ 
\  What  divifion  did  you  belong  to  ? 
t  No.  2. 
Mr.  GiMs.  Did  Mr.  Hardy  ever  produce  at  a  meeting,  when 
you  was  there,  a  letter  about  pikes  ? 
A.  No,  he  never  did. 
9.  You  never  heard  of  it  ? 

a:  n* 

Q  From 
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ff.  From  hurt  f* 

A  No,  nor  any  bodyeHe..     .  •  n 

Mr.  Attorney  General  Who  introduced  you  ih<6  the  iocfety  r 
.//.  I  cannot  inform  you. 

1^.  Did  you  dine  at  the  Crotfn  and  Anchor  Tavern  upon  thtf 
ad  of  May  laft  ? 

A.  When  Mr.  Home  Tooke  was  ill  the  chair? 
&j  No,  when  Mr.  Wharton  was  in  the  chair  ? 
A.  Yes. 

fAnd  you  drank  all  the  toafts,  -or  as  many  as  you  could  ? 
t  drank  the  toafts. 

Do  you  remember  the  mufic  there  ? 

There  was  mufic 
J?.  I  hope  you  paid  for  your  own  ticket  there  ? 
.jlm  X  es« 

How  much  ? 

Seven  and  fixpenCe* 

Were  you  at  Chalk  Farm  t 

Yes. 
£.  At  the  Globe  Tavern  upon  the  2<3th  of  January? 
a!  I  don't  know  that  I  was,  I  cannot  recoiled. 
J§J.  You  Taw,  however,  the  proceedings  of  the  Globe  TaVfenl 
that  were  in  print  ? 

A*  I  have  feen  the  refolntions* 

Had  you  any  objedion  to  them  ? 
u  As  I  do  not  recoiled  them  t  cannot  fay* 

You  approved  of  them  ? 

I  cannot  recoiled  them, 
j^.  If  you  had  had  any  objections,  you  would  of  courfe  have 
itated  them  to  your  fociety;  you  was  a  delegate  ? 
A.  I  was. 

Lord  Prefident*  How  long  was  you  a  delegate? 
A.  About  fix  months  back* 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Do  you  recoiled  the  time  when? 
A.  Five  or  fix  months. 

j^.  You  are  well  acquainted  with  your  friend  Spence*  in  Hol-« 
born  Row,  are  you  not  ? 

A.  I  know  the  fliop,  I  don't  know  the  man  perfonaHy. 
$L  You  have  bought  a  good  book  or  two  now  and  thfeh  there? 
A.  I  have  bought  fome  pamphlets. 
,    §£+  Was  you  ever  there  at  the  exercifing  time  ? 
A.  I  don't  know  what  yoti  mean. 

J§>.  Did  you  know  that  there  was  any  exercifing  at  Sense's? 
A.  Never  before  this  time. 

You  never  heard  of  that  ? 

No. 

jg.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Franklow  at  Lambeth? 
A.  Yes. 

£.  Did 
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4>.  Did  you  ever  fee  any  exercifing  there  t 
yf.  I  have  heard  of  it 

.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Edwards  ? 
&  es* 

'.  When  did  you  fee  his  pike  ? 

C  I  never  heard  of  it  in  my  life. 

\  Do  you  know  Mr.  Hillier  ? 

r.  I  know  Mr.  Hillier. 

f.  Did  you  ever  fee  his  pike  ? 
No. 
J^.  Now,  Mr.  Dowling,  you  have  no  fecret  committee  in  the 
LonSon  Corresponding  Society,  I  hope,  have  you  ? 
A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

J^.  Do  you  know  of  a  fecret  committee,  fometimes  called  the 
Committee  of  Correfpondence  ? 
A.  I  have  heard  of  fuch  a  thing. 
'.  Who  were  the  members  of  it  ? 
C  I  cannot  take  upon  me  to  know* 
^.  Has  your  fociety  a  committee  without  your  knowing  the 
name  of  it  r 
A  If  fo,  it  was  chofen  by  ballot. 

5-  Do  you  know  Mr.  Hodgfon,  hatter,  Broadway,  Weft- 
fiinfter  ? 
A  Yes,  I  believe  I  do. 

J?.  Whether  there  was  not,  after  the  apprehenfion  of  thefe 
people,  another  fecret  committee  named  by  Mr.  Hodgfon? 
A  I'never  knew  of  it. 
^.  Do  you  know  of  it  now  ? 
A  No. 

i^.  Do  you  mean  to  fay  you  don't  know  of  fuch  a  committee  I 
J*  Not  appointed  by  Mr.  Hodgfon. 

^  Was  there  one  appointed  by  any  body  elfe  fince  the  appre- 
benlion  of  Mr.  Hardy  ? 

^  Have  you  ever  been  at  Academy  Court,  Chancery  Lane  ? 
J*  I  don't  know  the  place. 

Q  That  is,  you  mean  to  fay,  if  any  fecret  committee  was 
held  in  Academy  Court,  you  know  nothing  about  it*? 
A.  No. 


!•  Do  you  know  Mr.  Smith  of  Pprtfmouth  Street  i 

•   i  es.  » 


&  Do  you  know  one  Birks  ? 
*  Very  lately. 

J  xr°  ^OU  ^now  a  man  °^  *e  name  °f  Higgins  ? 
«•  No,  I  never  heard  of  him  till  lately. 
«§•  Did  you  never  hear  of  any  of  thefe  people,  or  any  other 
^v?ns>  y^n$  a  fecret  committee,  to  fucceed  the  fecret  com- 
Voi-  B.  G  g  mittee 
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tnittee  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  that  had  exifiei 
before  thefe  people  were  taken  up  ? 

A.  No,  I  never  did. 

4>.  But  you  have  heard  that  there  was  a  fecret  committee  be- 
fore thefe  people  were  taken  up  ? 

A.  You  afked  me  as  to  a  committee  of  correfpondence. 

j^>.  Did  you  hear  that  Smith  or  Higgins,  or  thefe  people,  hi 
been  a  committee  of  correfpondence,  fince  the  prifoner  was  tm 
up? 

A.  No. 

J^.  Upon  your  oath,  was  it  not  ftudioufly  kept  a  fecret  wto 
were  members  of  that  fecret  committee  ? 

A-  I  don't  know. 

j^.  You  fay  there  was  a  fecret  committee  that  you  did  n<x 
know ;  upon  your  oath,  do  you  know  the  reafon  why  tbeir 
names  were'kep.t  fecret  ? 

A.  The  reafons  for  it  that  1  formed  myfelf  %  I  don't  know  anj 
other  reafon. 

jg.  That  will  not  do.  Did  you  ever  fee  in  the  fociety  a  paper 
that  the  ins  complain  of  one  thing,  and  the  outs  of  another,  aorf 
and  advifing  you  to  get  arms  ? 

A.  I  never  faw  it  or  heard  of  it. 

4>.  Did  you  ever  fee  a  paper  called  a  The  Guillotine,  05 
George's  Head  in  a  Baflcet  ?" 

A*  A  never  faw  it  or  heard  of  it 

j^.  You  never  heard  that  letter  from  Sheffield  read  in  thefe- 
ciety  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  pf  it,  till  it  was  in  the  Reports  of  the  Secret 
Committee. 

5.  It  furprized  you  prodigioufly,  no  doubt  ? 
A!  No ;  not  that  I  ever  heard  of  it  before. 

9.  Did  you  ever  fee  the  addrefs  of  the  6th  of  Auguft,  1792* 

A.  Not  to  my  recollection  at  the  prefent  time.  Upon  whtf 
occafion  was  it  r 

j^.  That  addrefs  from  the  London  Correfponding  Society  to 
the  nation,  upon  the  fubje&  of  not  petitioning  Parliament  wj 
more  ? 

A*  I  might  have  feen  it,  but  I  cannot  fay. 

J?.  Do  you  .know  Carter  the  bill-fticker  ? 

A.  I  have  feen  him. 

6.  Did  he  ftick  bills  up  for  you  t 
j£  Not  that  I  know  of. 

^.  Had  you  ever  any  debate  in  your  fociety  about  paying  the 
*xpence  of  this  man's  profecution  ? 
A*  I  heard  about  his  receiving  money. 
4J.  He  {tuck  them  up  in  the  night  I 
4.  Not  that  I  know  q& 
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o  you  conceive   the  proceedings  at  Chalk  Farm  as 
e  and  orderly  proceedings  ? 
^    I  clo  not  conceive  there  is  any  thing  criminal  in  flicking 
up  a  bill,   it  depends  upon  the  contents  of  it;  and  as  to  the  pro- 
ceedings at  Chalk  Farm  I  don't  recolleS  them. 

iP-    TThey  were,  as  tar  as  you  recoiled,  peaceable  and  orderly  I 
-^T  The  tenor  of  the  conduft  of  the  people  was  very  orderly. 
Lord  PrefidenU  Was  any  qtieftion  put  upon  the  refolutions  ? 
A.   I  believe  there  was.    It  is  impoffible  to  name  the  people 
W\a£  were  there. 

Did  you  vote  for  them  ? 

There  were  fo  many  there,  but  very  few  that  attended  to 
the  bufinefs;  and  thofe  who  have  abilities  attend  generally  to 
thofe  things. 

I>idyou  vote  for  them  ? 

I  dare  lay  I  did,  among  the  reft.     I  was  out  at  a  diftance. 
j*>.  And  you  do  vote  for  things  without  knowing  what  they 

A.  I  might ;  there  is  no  man  but  what  is  fallible. 
£.  Was  you  near  enough  to  hear  them  as  they  were  read  f 
A  I  was  at  a  confiderable  diftance. 
&  How  did  you  vote  ? 
A.  By  holding  up  hands. 

J^.  Did  you  vote  in  confequence  of  the  confidence  you  havfc 
in  lbmebody j  or  what  led  you  to  vote  for  fomething  you  did  not 
hear? 
A.  On  feeing  all  the  reft  vote,  I  voted  as  all  the  reft  did. 
Alexander  Wills/wow. — Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 
Jf>.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  So- 
ciety ? 
A.  Yes. 

J^  How  long  were  you  a  member  i 
A.  Between  two  ana  three  years. 

fDo  you  know'Mr.  Hardy,  the  prifoner  I 
Yes,  I  do. 

A  What  were  the  obje£te  of  the  fociety  ? 

A.  Parliamentary  reform. 

j^2  What  parliamentary  reform---in  what  p*rt  of  the  Parlia- 
ment ? 

A.  In  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

j^.  What  was  your  intention  as  to  any  other  branch  of  tho 
government,  the  King,  or  the  Houfe  of  Lords  ? 

A.  Full  of  refpeft,  honour,  and  fidelity. 

A  Your  intention  was  only  to  procure  a  reformation  in  the 
Home  of  Commons  ? 

A.  Solely  fo. 

&  Had  you  any  reafon  to  think  that  any  other  members  of 
the  iociety  intended  any  thing  elfe  ? 

G  g  %  A.  Never, 


[      228     J 

A.  Never. 

J?.  Was  it  the  intention  of  any  member  of  the  fociety  to  bring 
about  this  by  force  ? 

A.  Never,  to  my  knowledge. 

4>.  Would  you    have  continued  in  the  fociety  if  you  had 
founS  any  fuch  intention.? 

A.  No,  not  for  a  moment. 

4J.  Was  you  in  the  fociety  when  a  refolution  for  a  Conventioa 
pa/Ted  ? 

A,  No,  I  have  not  been  there  fince. 

jP.  What  was  that  owing  to?         * 

A  My  avocations  another  way  prevented  it. 

Was  that  your  only  reafon  for  abfenting  yourfelf  ? 
Yes. 

j?.  What  fort  of  a  character  does  Mr.  Hardy  Hear  ? 

A.  A  moft  amiable  character  indeed. 

J^.  Is  he,  from  what  you  have  heard,  a  good   member  of 
fociety  ? 

A.  He  is. 

Crofs-examincd  by  Mr.  Bower. 

iP.  What  may  your  bufinefs  be;  what  is  your  profeffion  ? 

A.  Adancing-mafter. 

9.  Was  you  a  member  of  the  Conftitutional  Society?. 

A*  Yes,  1  was  a  member  of  both  focieties. 

jjj.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  London  Correfponding 
Society? 

A.  Two  years. 

fHow  long  in  the  Conftitutional  Society  ? 
Very  foon  after ;  I  wiflied  to  hear  a  great  many  clever  men 
(peak  upon   the  fubjedl:  of  politics,  as  1  could  not  go  to  the 
Houfe  of  Parliament,  where  I  could  hear  more  clever  men  un- 
doubtedly. 

You  heard  a  great  many  clever  fpeeches  ? 
As  they  ftruck  me. 
Did  they  ftrike  you  as  fuch  ? 
I  heard  one  or  two  that  I  thought  clever. 
4J.  Upon  your  oath,  do  you  mean  |to  tell  me  that  I  was  mif- 
taken ;  you  faid  you  went  there  to  hear  politics  ? 
A.  No,  I  faid  I  went  to  hear  clever  men. 
J^.  What  fubjefts  were  difcuffed  ?  Were  any  difcufled  that  did 
not  relate  to  politics  ? 
At  I  never  heard  any. 

Upon  your  oath  did  you  expect  any  other  ? 
It  was  called  the  Conftitutional  Society. 
4J.  That  is  no  reafon;  you  faid  you  west  to  hear  clever mca 
fpeak ;  upon  what  fubjec~te  did  you  expeft  to  hear  them? 
A.  Upon  conftitutional  fubje£fo» 
£.  Thofe  only  ? 

/.  Thofe 
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A.  Thofe  only. 

j^.  Was  that  the  place  where  you  took  up  your  constitutional 
do&rines  ?  v 

A.  Long  before  that.- 

^.  From  the  newfpapers  ? 

A.  Yes,  and  fometimes  I  have  had  the  honour  of  being  in  the 
Honourable  Houfe  of  Commons. 

4£;  Not  having  opportunities,  as  often  as  you  could  wifh,  to 
attend  theHonourable  Houfe  of  Commons,  you  went  to  the  Con- 
ftitutionalSociety  to  make  up  that  deficiency  ? 

A.  No,  to  hear  what  was  faid. 
'    %*  Did  you  attend  frequently  ? 

A.  I  never  took  any  minutes.  You  may  be  better  informed 
than  me. 

4>.  Did  you,  upon  your  oath,  attend  weekly  ? 

A  When  I  could  I  did.  I  might  for  a  months  but  I  cannot 
fay,  upon  my  oath,  I  did  attend  regularly.  I  attended  as  often  as 
I  could. 

J§J.  Were  you  at  all  acquainted  with  the  proceedings  of  the 
fociety  ? 

A.  Very  little ;  I  never  looked  into  the  minutes. 

4>.  Did  you  hear  or  know  that  any  body  was  profecuted  for 
affifhng  them  in  their  views  ? 

A,  Never. 

You  never  heard  of  one  William  Carter  ?  •     , 

No,  never  did. 

J2>.  You  never  heard  then,  of  courfe,  that  Carter  was  ever  in 
confinement  ? 

A.  I  was  in  company  with  Mr.  Carter,  a  mufician,  at  the 
London  Coffee-houfe. 

Carter  the  bill-fticker  ? 

I  don't  know  him.  I  have  heard  of  fuch  a  man,  but  he 
was  imprifoned  for  fticking  up  a  hand-bill.  I  never  faw  the 
man  in  my  life. 

•  j^.  You  never  heard  that  there  was  a  fubfcription  entered  into 
for  him  ? 

A.  Yes.     I  might  perhaps  give  a  guinea,    two  guineas,    or 
three  guineas,   or  five  guineas,  or  fome  fuch  thing,  to  releafe 
.him,  or  for  the  affiftance  of  his  family. 
%  Though  you  never  knew  him  ? 

u  I  don't  fay  I  rave  him  five  gufneas  ;  but  I  may  have  done 
it  to  relieve  his  wire  and  family.  I  often  give  five  guineas,  and 
d^ii't  know  who  I  give  it  to. — You  want  to  confufe  me. 

J^.  No  fuch  thing,  fir ;  I  do  not  want  to  confufe*  you.  The 
more  diftinft  you  give  your  evidence,  the  better  it  will  ferve 
my  purpofe.  i  ou  have  told  me  that  you  gave  one,  two,  three, 
or  five  guineas  ? 

A.  I  only 
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A.  I  only  put  it  in  that  way*  meaning  that  I  had  fubfcribci 
I  tnight  give  him  a  few  (hillings,  or  I  might  give  fome  halfpence. 

Jf>.  You  never  did,  upon  your  oath,  give  this  man  a  guinea? 

A*  No  ;  to  my  recollection  I  don't  know  that  I  did.  I  gave 
150L  to  the  firitifh  filhcry,  which  I  call  fubfcribing  to  my 
country. 

j£.  Again  I  aft,  whether  you  did  or  not  fubfcribe  any  fum  of 
money  to  that  man  then  in  confinement  for  (ticking  up  bills  for 
this  fociety  ? 

A.  I  never  gave  to  that  man  in  particular ;  I  may  have  given 
ft>  the  woman  in  diftrefe* 

JK  To  whom  ? 
T  That  I  don't  know. 
Nor  who  aiked  you  for  it  ? 
I  don't  know ;  it  was  in  one  of  the  focieties. 

JK  One  of  which  focieties  ? 
f  One  of  the  London  Correfponding  Societies* 
JQ~  Was  there  a  fubfcription  put  about  by  that  fociety  for  the* 
jrelief  of  this  man  in  cuftody  ? 

A,  I  don't  know*    I  believe  there  was. 
3.  Did  you  attend  one  or  more  of  the  focieties  ? 
ji  Two. 
K  Where  r 
At  Proclor's,  Covent  Garden. 
3$.  Did  you  fubfcribe  there  ? 
A  No*  it  was  in  Compton  Street. 
§.  What  divifion  was  that  you  belonged  to  ? 
A.  No.  2,  Compton  Street* 

Did  you  go  into  Compton  Street  as  a  vifitor  t 
No,  I  believe  J  was  a  member. 
Do  you  know  whether  you  was  ? 
It  is  the  fame  fociety. 
j9.  The  lame  divifion  r 
2:  No, 

Did  you  belong  to  No.  2  ? 
fi  Yes  i  and  No.  37,  Covent  Garden. 
£K  .While  you  was  in  the  fociety  did  you  hear  of  the  fecret 
committee  ? 
A.  No. 

£>.  Did  you  hear  of  a  committee  of  fecret  correfpondence  ? 
A.  Not  in  the  fociety ;  I  have  heard  of  it  fince  j  for  I  have  not 
attended  fince  the  Report  of  the  Committees. 

j^.  Then  of  courfe  you  knew  nothing  of  a  fecret  committee  ? 
A-  Never. 

J^  If  the  fecret  committee  had  been  mentioned  to  you>  it 
would  have  been  a  matter  of  furprize  ? 
A.  I.  never  heard  of  it. 
lord  Prefidenu  It  is  no  fa&  5  he  never  heard  of  it. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Gibbs.  Have  you  heard  that  there  was  a  man  In  cufiod/~ 
in  diftrefs  ? 

A.  Yes. 

3.  Did  you  know  his  name  ? 

A.  I  did  not  recolleft  it  at  that  time* 

£K  Was  he  not  reprefented  to  you  as  an  objeft  of  diftrefs  ? 

A  Of  real  diftrefs. 

J§J.  Then  for  that  man  (b  in  prifon,  and  fo  in  diftrefs,  did  you 
fubfcribe  any  money  ? 

A.  I  believe  1  did.     I  cannot  charge  my  memory. 

ijj.  What  was  your  reafon  for  laying  you  might  have  gives 
one,  two,  three,  or  five  guineas  ? 

A  Bccaufe  I  would  as  foon  give  five  guineas  as  a  few  (hil- 
fines  to  a  perfon  in  diftrefs. 

Lord  PreJidenU  You  brought  yourfelf  into  a  fcrape  for  the  fake 
of  a  flourifh ;  for  certainly  there  is  a  great  deal  of  difference  be- 
tween a.few  (hillings  and  five  guineas.  Let  me  give  you  one 
piece  of  advice  ;  when  you  are  upon  your  oath  never  fpeak  by  a 
metaphor. — How  much  did  you  give  r 

A.  I  gave  a  few  (hillings — perhaps  half  a  crown. 

j|>.  It  would  have  beea  vaftly  better  to  have  (aid  fo  at  once. 
Do  you  recoiled  how  many  $  will  you  fay  it  was  a  guinea*  or  that 
it  was  only  half  a  crown  ? 

A.  It  was  only  a  few  (hillings. 

£%.  How  manv  (hillings ;  was  it  under  five  ? 

A.  I  fuppofe  it  was  under  five. 

Mr.' Gibbs.  I  will  now  call  a  Gentleman  at  the  bar,  who  fays* 
he  knows  the  witnefs  perfectly  well,  and  that  he  is  a  man  of  good 
character. 

Lord  Prefident.  I  have  no  doubt  at  all  about  it  I  am  fatift 
fled. 

Archibald  HuNTERyitw/i. — Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 

j^.  Were  you  a  member  of  either  of  thofe  focieties— the 
Constitutional  or  the  London  Correfponding  ? 

A.  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  So- 
ciety, I  believe,  about  twenty  months. 

\  Do  you  know  Mr.  Hardy,  the  prilbner  t 
r.  Yes. 
s  ^i  What  divifion  were  you  a  member  of;  the  fame  divifioo 
with  Mr.  Hardy  ? 

A.  I  always  underftood  Mr.  Hardy  belonged  to  the  fame  di- 
vifion. 

K  What  was  the  objeft  of  your  fociety  ? 
C  The  obje&  of  our  fociety  was  to  obtain  parliamentary  re- 
form. 

S.  In  which  Houfe  of  Parliament  ? 

21  In  the  Houfe  of  Commons* 
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S$.  What  was  vour  intention  with  reipecl  to  the  King  and 
'the  Houfe  of  Lords  ? 

A.  That  they  mould  remain  as  they  are.  I  never  understood 
any  thing  elfe. 

i^.  Was  it  the  intention  of  any  of  the  members  of  the  fociety, 
that  you  know,  to  bring  about  this  reform  by  violence  and  force 
of  arms  ? 

A.  Force  of  arms !  no,  moft  certainly  I  did  not  conceive  any 
thing  of  the  kind.  t  There  never  was  any  fuch  thing,  to  my 
knowledge.  I  never  heard  any  thing  of  force  of  arms  till  the 
Report  of  the  Secret  Committee. 

i£.  Was  it  the  intention  of  any  of  the  members  of  the  fo- 
ciety, whom  you  know,  to  make  any  attack  upon  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country  ? 

A.  No,  it  was  not. 

?.  What  charafter.did  Mr.  Hardy  bear? 
u  A  peaceable,  refpe&able,  quiet  man. 

jp.  Was  that  his  general  character  ? 

A  Yes,  for  what  I  know  of  him.  I  can  only  fpeak  from  the 
time  I  went  into  the  fociety. 

"\  How  long  did  you  fay  that  was  ? 
f  About  twenty  months. 

J^.  And  that  is  the  character  he  bore  for  that  time  ? 

A*  Yes ;  and  I  have  reafon  to  believe  he  deferved  it. 

J^.  While  you  were  of  this  fociety,  did  Mr.  Hardy  ever  pro-> 
duce  to  the  divifion  any  letter  from  Sheffield  about  pikes  i 

A.  No,  never. 

J^.  Have  you  ever  known  of  his  communicating  any  fuch  letter 
to  the  fociety  ? 

A.  I  never  knew  of  any  fuch  thing. 

Crofs-examined  by  Air.  Law.    ' 

$.  You  never  heard  of  the  letter  from  Sheffield  about  pikes  t 

A>  No.  m 

JK  You  never  heard  that  letter  ? 
T  I  never  was  in  office. 

K  Have  you  never  heard  the  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee  ?  ! 

"  Yes.  . 

Did  you  read  it  there  ? 
Yes. 

J^.  Do  you  continue  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  I 

Society  at  this  moment  ? 
A,  Yes  \  I  do. 

§h  Did  you  ever  fee  a  paper  like  that  circulated  (the  ins  and 
the  outs  J  ?  ^ 

A.  I  never  have  before  now.  I  have  heard  of  it>  but  never 
faw  it  before. 

ig.  Who  introduced  you  into  the  fociety  I 

A.  Arel»- 
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A.  A  relation  of  mine. 

Has  he  a  name  ?  * 

I'  Yes ;  Jofeph  Hunter.     He  lives  in  Old  Compton  Sti$et. 
A  Did  you  attend  the  meetings  pretty  conftant  ? 
A  No  j  I  was  frequently  out  of  town.     I  did  not  attend  regu- 
larly, 
j?.  What  is  your  bufinefs  ? 
A.  None  at  all. 

3.  May  I  aft  vou  how  you  get  your  living  ? 
A  I  am  an  independent  man. 

Mortgages,  or  land,  or  what  ? 
f.  Sometimes  my  property  is  in  the  flocks,  and  fometimes  in 
jny jiocket.  1 

A  Was  you  at  the  Globe  Tavern  or  at  Chalk  Farm  t 
A.  Yes. 

j^.  Was  you  at  the  Conftitutiohal  Society  on  the  2d  of  May, 
when  Mr.  Wharton  was  in  the  chair  ? 

A.  I  do  n*t  recolleft  I  ever  was  prefent  when  Mr.  Wharton 
was  in  the  chair. 

K  But  was  you  there  or  not  on  the  2d  of  May? 
Y.  I  cannot  lay ;  I  never  was  at  any  meeting  of  the  Conftitu- 
tional  Society  at  all. 

j^.  Did  you  ever  dine  as  a  gueft  with  the  Conftitutional  So- 
ciety ? 

X  Never. 

K  You  have  been  at  the  Globe  Tavern  ? 

t  Yes. 

&  Was  you  at  Chalk  Farm  ? 
a!  Yes. 

^.  You  heard  the  refolutions  at  thofe  places  f 
A*  Yes. 

3.  The  objeft  of  the  fociety  was  peaceable,  you  fay  f  ' 
A  Yes. 

&  Did  you  hear  the  refolutions  at  Chilk  Farm  read  ? 
A  I  heard  them  read,  but  did  not  attend  to  them. 
A  Did  you  vote  for  them  ? 
A,  No,  i  did  not  vote  for  them. 

K  How  came  it  you  did  not  vote  for  them  ? . 

u  Merely  from  that  inattention  that  pervades  my  whole  con- 
duct* perhaps. 

~>.  Did  you  vote  againft  them  ? 

u  I  did  not. 

>.  You .took  no  part  in  them  ? 

u  I  did' not. 

i^.  Did  they  dine  and  fup  at  your  divifion  ? 
A.  I  believe  there  was  a  mixture  of  divifions. 
J^  Where  did  you  fup  that  night  ? 
A.  At  No.  3,  Compton  Street,  Soho. 
Voi.  II.  H  h  J^.  Was 
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Was  Mr.  Thelwall  there  ? 
He  was. 

A  Do  you  recollect  that  any  fongs  were  fung  there  t 

A!  I  believe  there  were,  but  I  do  not  recollect  the  purport  of 
them. 

iP.  What  was  your  bufinefs  when  you  condefcended  to  follow 
any? 

A.  It  is  fo  long  ago  I  can  hardly  recoiled. 

4J.  Sir,  tell  me  ferioufly  what  bufinefs  you  were  in  when  yon 
followed  a  bufinefs  ? 

A.  I  was  a  perfumer. 

JK  Was  you  not  a  hair-drefler  ? 
TYes. 
jP.  Had  you  forgot  that  circumftance  ? 
A,  I  thought  perfumer  fufficient 

Q  Why  did  not  you  tell  me  that  at  firft  ?  How  long  h  if 
£nce  you  have  done  bufinefs  as  a  hair-drefler  r 

A.  I  think  fince  I  left  the  bufinefs  and  profeifion  of  a  hair- 
drefler  it  is  about  twelve  years,  to  the  beft  of  my  recollection.  I 
3m  not  fure. 

How  long  is  it  fince  you  ceafed  to  be  a  perfumer  ? 
About  the  fame  time ;  about  twelve  years  ago. 
£K  Having  a  perfect  recollection  that  you  was  a  hair-drefler 
and  a  perfumer,  how  came  you  to  tell  me  it  was  fo  long  ago  you 
«ould  not  recollect  ? 
A.  I  did  not  fay  fa 
Mr.  Law.  I  appeal  to  his  Lordfhip. 

Lord  Prejident.  He  faid  it  was  fo  long  ago  fince  he  was  in 
bufinefs,  that  he  did  not  recollect  what  bufinefs  he  was. 
Air.  Law.  I  (hall  not  afk  him  another  queftion. 
Alexander  Frazer  fworn.— Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 
What  bufinefs  are  you,  Mr.  Frazer  ? 
A  tailor. 

£>.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  or  Con- 
ftitutional  Societies  ? 

*    A.  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  So- 
ciety. 

How  long  have  you  been  a  member  of  it  i 

About  ten  months. 
JP.  When  did  you  ceafe  to  be  a  member  ? 
A  In  April,  1793. 

#•  What  was  the  object  of  the  fociety  ? 
A.  Parliamentary  reform. 

JK  In  what  part  of  Parliament  ? 
[*  The  Commons  Houfe. 
j?.  What  was  your  intention  as  to  the  King  or  Houfe  of 
Lords  i 

A.  Nothing  at  all 

Q  DM 
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j£.  Did  you  ever  colleft  from  any  of  the  members  rif  the 
Ibciety  that  they  had  any  other  intention  than  that  of  reform  in 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  r 

A.  I  never  did. 

4J.  Did  you  ever  colleft  from  any  of  them  that  it  was  their 
intent  to  efred  this  purpofe  by  violence  ? 

A.  No ;  it  could  hot  be  done  by  violence, 

J§J.  No,  I  know  it  could  never  be  done  by  violence,  but  do 
you  know  if  any  of  them  had  any  idea  of  attempting  it  by  vio- 
lence ? 

A.  No.  I  would  have  had  no  concern  with  them  if  that  had 
been  their  objeft. 

j§>.  Had  you  any  intention  to  overturn  the  government  of  the 
country  ? 

A.  No. 

i?.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Hardy,  the  prifoiter  at  the  bar  ? 

Al  Yes. 

fWhat  was  his  chara&er  ? 
An  unblemifhed  chara&er. 
\  Is  that  his  general  charafter  ? 
f  I  believe  his  moral  chara&er  is  really  exemplary* 
Crofs-examined  by  Mr.  Gar  row. 
J9.  You  ceafed  to  be  a  member  in  April,  1793  ? 
A.  Yes. 

1%.  And  fmce  that  you  have  not  been  prefent  at  any  of  the 
tr&nfadions  of  this  fociety  ? 
A.  No. 

Mr.  Garrow.  Then  I  will  not  give  you  any  further  trouble. 
William  Barclay  /worn. — Examined  by  Mr.GiBBS. 
J?.  Mr.  Barclay,  what  are  you  ? 
A.  A  fhoemaker. 

Where  do  you  live  ? 
f.  In  Duke's  Court,  Dru'ry  Lane, 
\  How  long  have  you  lived,  there  ? 
C  Near  thirty  years. 

\  Do  you  know  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  ? 
.  Yes. 

fHow  long  have  you  known  him  ? 
I  have  known  him  fifteen  years. 
\  Were  you  ever  connected  with  him  ? 
u  Yes ;  he  was  foreman  to  me  for  feven  years. 
§>.  How  long  is  it  fince  he  was  a  fervant  of  yours  ? 
A.  Three  years. 
\  During  that  time  what  chara&er  did  he  bear  ? 
u  A  very  good  one. 
j3.  I  mean  as  to  peace  and  order  ? 
A.  Never  any  thin*  clfe. 

•  Hh2  £Ts 
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Q  Is  he  of  a  peaceable  orderly  difpofition,  or  quite  the  con- 
trary? 

A.  Always  a  very  quiet  man. 

j?.  Were  you  a  member  of  either  of  thefe  focieties  ? 

A  No. 

J?.  Have  you  ever  been  at  either  of  them  ? 

/No. 
The  Rev.  Thomas  Oliver  Jivorn.— Examined  by  Mr.  GiBBs. 

^    You  are  a  clergyman  ? 
I  am  a  diflenting  minifter. 
Do  you  know  Mr.  Hardy  ? 

I  have  known  Mr.  Hardy,  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  between 
three  and  four  years.  I  accidentally  became  acquainted  with 
Mr.  Hardy  by  {topping  at  a  houfe  during  a  (bower  of  rain.  I 
found  his  converfation  very  agreeable. 

J9.  What  chara&er  has  he  borne  from  that  time  ? 

A  I  will  fpeak  a  few  words,  if  you  will  give  me  leave,  very 
fhortly.  Finding  him  very  agreeable  in  converfation,  and 
fpeaking  like  a  very  ferious  man,  I  enquired  his  addrefs.  He 
told  me,  No:  9,  Piccadilly,  where  I  have  called  upon  him ;  and 
we  fome times  talked  on  religious  fubje&s,  and  fometimes  on 
political  fubje&s.  At  one  time  he  fhewed  me  a  paper  of  refo* 
lutions,  wit!\  his  name  figned  to  it.  I  afked  him  the  ultimate 
end  they  had  in  view  in  their  meetings.  He  faid  a  reform  in 
Parliament,  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  upon  the  fame  principle 
as  Mr.  William  Pitt  and  the  Duke  of  Richmond  entered  into  in 
1782.  I  have  often  enquired  and  tried  to  fuck  out  what  was  the 
intent  of  the  fjciety.  When  I  heard  thefe  Reports  of  the  Com- 
mittee cf  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  I  fpoke  to  him  on  the  fubjed, 
and  he  told  mc,  the  view  of  the  fociety  was  by  all  means  to  ob- 
tain a  reform,  on  conftitutional  principles,  in  a  peaceable  way. 

Lord  Prefident.  Since  the  JReport?  Where  did  you  fee  him? 

A.  I  faw  Mr.  Hardy  at  his' own  houfe. 
Since  the  Report  ?  v 

Yes,  I  believe  it  was.     I  am  not  certain. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  What  time  was  it  ? 

A.  It  might  be  the  beginning  of  June,  or  May ;  I  am  not 
fure ;  but  1  was  in  the  habit  of  calling  upon  him,  as  a  neigh- 
»bour,  as  I  have  gone  paft. 

jg.  Do  you  remember  the  time  when  Mr.  Hardy  was  taken 
up  ?  • 

A.  I  d3  not  remember  the  date.  I  remember  calling  there, 
and  I  was  informed  by  his  w^fe  of  his  being  taken  up.  The 
poor  woman  was  in  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  and  was  very  ill. 

f.  She  is  dead  fince  ? 
Yes,  fhe  is. 
ig.  You  are  not  certain  w  len  it  was ? 

A.  I  think 
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A.  I  think  it  was  in  the  month  of  May. 
J^.  Are  you  a  member  of  either  of  thefe  focieties  ? 
Ai  I  never  was  a  member  of  any  political  fociety  whatever;  I 
never  was  in  any  political  fociety. 

j|>.  During  the  time  you  have  known  Mr.  Hardy,  what  has 
been  his>chara&er ;  as  a  peaceable  man,  or  the  contrary  ? 

A.  I  conceived,  from  my  firft  acquaintance  with  him,  that  he 
was  a  man  of  few  words,  of  a  very  humble,  peaceable  difpofition. 
I  have  had  no  occafion  to  alter  my  opinion ;  I  believe  him  'to  be 
an  honeft  man,  and  I  believe  him  to  be  a  fincere  Chriftian,  and 
when  I  fay  that,  I  believe  he  is  one  that  fears  God  and  honours 
the  King. 

Have  you  feen  him  often  ? 
Yes,  I  have. 

J^.  You  told  me  you  had  taken  pains  to  draw  his  opinion  from 
him  ?  ' 

A.  I  have,  and  I  believe  further,  I  fpeak  with  fome  degree  of 
confidence,  I  believe  I  was  in  the  confidence  of  Mr.  Hardy  as  a 
friend. 

Crofs-cxamined by  Mr.  Attorney  General. 
You  did  not  belong  to  any  of  thefe  focieties  ? 
No,  I  did  not. 

j^.  Did  you  ever  fee  a  paper  of  the  proceedings  of  Chalk 
Farm,  with  Mr.  Hardy's  name  ? 
A,  Never. 

9.  Did  you  ever  fee  a  paper  with  the  proceedings  of  the  20th 
of  January,  1794? 
A.  I  cannot  recollect. 

I  will  {hew  it  you  ?   (Jhews  it  him)  % 

I  don't  know  that  I  ever  faw  it  before. 
J^.  Did  he  ever  fhew  you  the  Rights  of  Man ;  do  you  know 
that  Mr.  Hardy  ever  colle&ed  money  to  fupport  the  publication 
of  Paine's  Rignts  of  Man  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  he  ever  did  favour  them,  or  publim  any 
thing  of  the  kind ;  as  I  was  going  td  obferve,  when  I  can  call 
upon  any  poor  perfon  that  is  afflicted,  to  do  them  any  good,  I  do ; 
I  am  in  the  habit  of  preaching  four  fermons  in  a  week;  I  have 
fo  much  to  do  that  Icannot  trouble  my  head  about  politics. 

fHave  you  ever  read  Paine's  Rights  of  Man  ? 
I  have  feen  it,  but  never  read  it  through. 
4>.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Bogue  of  Portfmouth,  a  diflenting  mi- 
nifter  ? 

A.  I  have  heard  of  fuch  a  man. 

*  * 

9.  Do  you  know  that  he  had  any  correfpondence  with  Mr. 
Har3y? 

A.  I  cannot  recoiled ;  I  think  that  he  did  mention  Mr.  Bogue's 
name.  v 

%.  Do 
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J^:  Do  you  recoiled  Mr.  Hardy  telling  you,  Mr.  Bogue  ha£ 
defired  you  to  take  care  of  his  papers  ? 

A  No. 

jP.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Hardy  faying  any  thing  about  him  ? 

yf.  I  have  heard  him  fay  that  he  knew  him,  and  he  was  a  wor- 
thy good  man,  or  fomethin^  to  that  purpofe. 

4>.  Had  not  you  the  curiofity  to  enquire  what  Mr.  Hardy  in 
London  had  to  do  with  Mr.  Bogue,  a  diflenting  minifter,  in  the 
country  ? 

A  No. 

if>.  Did  Mr.  Hardy  ever  tell  you  he  went  to  fee  any  convicts 
On  board  any  (hip  ? 

A*  No,  he  never  did. 

4*.  Nor  that  he  faw  Mr.  Bogue  at  that  time  ? 

A  No  j  the  chief  I  know  of  Mr.  Hardy  is  ferious  converiation, 
touching  the  beft  things. 

j£.  You  know  nothing  about  Chalk  Farm;  you  know  nothing 
about  Paine's  Rights  of  Man  ? 

A.  We  have  fpoke  together  on  parliamentary  reform* 

4£.  You  have  read  Paine's  Rights  of  Man1? 

A  Yes. 

4>.  Do  you  find  any  thing  about  honouring  the  King  in  Paine's 
works  r 

A*  I  don't  know  that  there  is. 

You  was  much  in  Mr.  Hardy's  confidence  ? 
It  is  natural  they  (hould  put  fome  confidence  in  men  of  our 
description,  efpecially  if  they  are  men  of  chara&er. 

4>.  He  did  not  tell  vou  any  thing  about  Chalk  Farm,  or  the 
proceedings  at  the  Glofce  Tavern,  or  any  thing  elfe  refpe£ting  the 
London  Correfponding  Society  ? 

A.  No. 

Daniel  Stu art  jworn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 

4^  I  believe  you  are  lbcretary  to  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of 
the  People  ? 

A.  I  have  a£ted  as  fecretary  to  the  committee  of  the  Friends 
of  the  People.  •  , 

jp.  Did  you  ever  happen  to  fee  Mr.  Hardy  ? 

A'  I  have  feen  him  many  years  ago,  but  never  had  occaiion 
to  fpeak  to  him  till  about  December,  1792. 

Upon  what  occafion  did  you  meet  him  then  ? 
The  London  Correfponding  Society  fent  a  letter  to  the 
Friends  of  the  People  ;  when  the  letter  was  anfwered,  I  carried 
the  anfwer  myfelf  to  Mr.  Hardy's  houfe ;  and  from  that  time, 
in  pafling  by  in  Piccadilly  frequently,  I  called  in  at  his  (hop,  juft 
to  aflc  about  the  fociety. 

jj>:  Had  vou  tver  any  converfation  with  him  upon  the  object 
of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  i 

A.  Very 


r  239  ] 

A.  Very  frequently. 

J§>.  What  did  he  tell  you  the  objeft  of  the  fociety  was  ? 

A  He  always  told  me  the  fole  obi  eft  of  the  fociety  was  par- 
liamentary reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

$>.  Did  he  ever  converfe  with  you  upon  the  way  in  which  he 
wiihed  that  reform  to  be»  brought  about  ? 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  objeft  to  that. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  The  crime  the  prifoner  is  charged  with  is  his  hav- 
ing in  his  mind  the  comparing  the  King's  death ;  and  in  order  to 
trace  out  that  intention,  I  am  afking  as  to  the  difpofition  of  his 
mind  upon  that  fubjed. 

Lord  Prefident.  What  the  tenor  of  his  converfation  was. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  cannot  fay  I  think  that  ought  to  be 
put. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  What  were  the  means  by  which  you  underftood 
from  him  that  the  Correfponding  Society  wifhed  to  bring  about 
this  end  i 

A.  I  always  underftood  him,  that  the  beft  means  were  to  in- 
form the  people  of  the  bad  ftate  of  the  reprefentation,  and  get  a 
number  of  rnembers  to  the  fociety;  that  by  petitions  to  ths 
Houfe  of  Commons,  and  a  refpectable  number  of  fignarures, 
they  might  be  induced  to  attend  to  it,  and  thereby  it  might  be 
brought  about. 

Did  you  fee  him  at  any  time  after  this  ? 
Yes ;  fince  that  time,  till  the  time  he  was  taken  up,  I  was 
in  the  habit  of  calling  upon  him  two  or  more  times  in  a  week, 
principally  from  motives  of  curiofity,  and  the  converfation  was 
generally  about  the  fociety,  and  about  the  reform ;  that  fubjeel: 
always  formed  the  bafis  of  our  converfation. 

fDid  he  appear  to  have  great  confidence  in  you  ? 
We  talked  very  freely  upon  that  fubjeft  ;  we  never  could 
agree  upon  that  point.   He  was  always  determined  that  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  plan  would  be  the  plan  at  laft ;  and  I  ufed  to  fay 
I  thought  it  would  not. 

J^.  Had  you  any  talk  with  him  about  the  propofltion  for  a 
Convention  r 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  certainly  objeft  to  that  queftion  being 
put. 

Lord  Prefident.  How  would  you  wiih  to  have  the  queftion 
put  ?  You  might  afk  him  firft  if  he  knew  any  thing  of  this 
Convention. 

A.  I  think  upon  fome  particular  occaflon  he  did  mention  it. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  Do  you  think  he  had  confidence  in  you  ? 

A.  Yes. 

S%.  Had  you  any  converfation  with  him  about  any  Convention  ? 

A.  I  don't  exactly  recollect  that;  but  I  don't  doubt  that  I  had. 

j^.  During  the  time  you  have  known  him,  >vhat  character  has 
b^  borne  ? 

A.  From 
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A.  From  others,  and  my  own  obfervatiori,  I  thought  him  a 
man  very  peaceable  \  and  the  laft  man  in  the  world  that  I  (hould 
have  thought  guilty  of  any  improper  conduit. 

§.  Have  you  had  any  opportunity  of  colle&ing  from  him, 
whether  it  was  his  object  to  bring  tnis  end  about  by  peaceable 
means,  or  the  contrary  ? 

A  I  never  heard  him  mention  violent  means  at  all ;  quite  the 
reverfe.  I  have  always  heard  him  fay  that  he  wifhed  it  to  be 
brought  about  by  peaceable  means* 

Crofs-examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  General. 

gh  You  are  fecretary  to  the  committee  of  the  Society  of  the 
Friends  of  the  People  r 

A.  Yes  ;  I  am  fecretary  to  the  fecret  committee, 

j^.  You  know  there  is  a  fociety  called  the  Society  for  Confti- 
tutional  Information  ?  + 

A.  Yes.  ♦ 

4Jj  Did  it  ever  occur  to  you,  as  fecretary  to  the  Society  of  the 
Friends  of  the  People,  to  know  that  the  latter  fociety  rejeded 
all  correfpondence  with  the  former  ? 

A.  Yes. 

j|>.  Do  you  happen  to  know  that  the  prifbner  at  the  bar  was  an 
aflbciated  member  of  that  fociety  ? 

A.  I  never  knew  that  he  was. 

J^.  Then  you  being  a  fecretary  to  the  committee  of  the  fo- 
ciety, the  Friends  of  the  People  having  rejefted  all  correfpond- 
ence with  the  Conflf iturional  Society,  you  never  knew  that  the 
prifoner  was  an  aflbciated  member  with  the  Conftitutional  So- 
ciety ? 

A.  I  never  knew  it 
'   3.  Did  you  ever  know  any  thing  of  a  letter  from  Lord  John 
Ruflel  to  your  fociety  ? 

A.  Yes. 

J^  f)o  you  remember  any  correfpondence  between  your  (b-. 
ciety  and  the  fociety  at  Sheffield  ? 

A  Yes. 

$.  Was  it  in  the  month  of  May,  1792  ? 

A!  I  think  the  firft  letter  was. 

J|>.  Do  you  happen  to  know  that  your  fociety  wrote  a  letter  to 
the  Conftitutional  Society,  whofe  correfpondence  with  your  fo- 
ciety they  had  reje&ed,  faying,  they  would  have  nothing  more 
to  do  with  the  Friends  of  the  People,  becaufe  they  were  not 
following  the  principles  of  the  Rights  of  Man  f 

A.  No. 

4J.  Do  you  recoiled  the  reafon  why  the  Friends  of  the  People 
Would  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  Conftitutional  Society  ? 

jf.  Many  reafons  were  aifigned  in  anfwer  to  it. 

i^.  On  account  of- their  having  adopted  Mr.  Paine's  great 
plan  of  reform  ? 

A.  I  believe 
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w£  I  believe  it  was. 

j£.  Did  you  fee  the  London  Correfponding  Society's  addrds 
Of  the  6th  of  Auguft,  1792  ? 

A.  No. 

J^.  Have  you  feen  the  refolutions  of  the  aoth  of  January, 
»794? 

A.  I  have* 

J§\  Have  you  feen  their  refolutions  at  Chalk  Farm  ? 

A.  YeSj  I  have. 

Tftey  wrote  to  your  fociety  about  a  Convention  ? 
Our  fociety  declined  it. 

J^.  I  believe  your  fociety  had  fome  correfpondence  with  the 
London  Correfponding  Society,  during  all  thefe  proceedings  ? 

jf.  I  believe  there  was  a  letter  with  their  plan. 

j^.  Do  I  understand  you  that  you  never  heard  of  the  prifoner 
at  the  bar  being  an  aflbciated  member  of  the  Conftitutional  So- 
ciety, whofe  correfpondence  with  you  you  rejected,  knowing 
nothing  of  the  addrefs  of  the  6th  of  Auguft,  and  knowing  nothing 
of  the  proceedings  of  January  the  20th  ? 

A.  That  is  all. 

&  Look  at  that ;  is  that  the  proceedings  of  your  ibciety  ? 

A  Yes. 

Q  Perhaps  you  could  inform  me  whether  all  thefe  Gentle- 
men, whofe  names  appear  here,  were  members  of.  the  Conftitu- 
tional Society  ? 

jf.  I  believe  not;  fome  of  theni  were  withdrawn* 

£jK  After  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  had  re- 
ceded correfpondence  with  the  Conftitutional  Society,  by  their 
letter,  individuals  remained  members  of  both  focieties  ? 

A,  I  don't  know,  but  I  believe  there  were  Gentlemen  who 
were  members  of  both. 

Mr.  GiMs.  What  objections  did  the  Friends  of  the  People 
take  to  that  letter  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  fay,  for  I  never  was  prefent  at  any  of  the 
meetings  of  the  fociety. 

John  C arr  fworn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 

9*  Are  you  a  member  of  thefe  focieties  ? 

A  I  am  not. 

jp.  How  long  have  you  known  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  f 

A  Upwards  of  twenty  years. 

JjK  Have  you  known  him  well  during  that  time  ? 

A  Yes. 

j^.  What  has  been  his  character  ? 

A.  A  peaceable,  honeft,  worthy  man. 

j^  Was  he  a  man  at  all  likely  to  corn-nit  any  Violence,  4t 
Was  he  a  peaceable,  fober  man,  who  loved  order  ? 

Mr.  Garrnu.  .1  object  to  that  queition* 

Vol,.  II.  Ii  Lird 
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Lbtd  PreJidenU  You  arc  to  afk  to  his  general  character,  and 
leave  the  Jury  to  judge  upon  that.  I  muft  fay,  I  have  known  it 
aiked  many,  times,  and  I  have  objected  to  it  myfelf. 

John  STEVENSOtiJivorn.-— Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 
K  What  bufinefs  are  you  ? 
.  A  coal-merchant. 

K  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Hardy  ? 
u  About  eight  or  nine  years.  , 

JK  Are  you  a  member  of  either  of  thefc  focieties  ? 
f  I  never  was. 
Q.  What  character  has  he  borne  during  the  eight  or  nine  years 
^ou  have  known  him  ? 

A.  I  always  considered  him  as  a  fober,  honeft,  quiet,  peace- 
able man. 

j^.  Have  you  known  him  well  during  thefe  eight  or  nine 
years  ?     '         » 

A.  Yes.     When  he  lived  with  Mr.  Barclay,  of  whoc*  I  had 
rhy  boots  and  (hoes,  I  always  coniidered  him  as  a  man  of  mlM 
principles ;  a  quiet  peaceable  man.     As  to  moral  chara&er,  I 
kjaow  of  no'  man  that  goes  beyond  him. 
K  Has  that  been  his  general  charader  ? 
I  Yes ;  as  far  as  I  know  it  has. 

Alexander  Gregg  fworn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 
J%>:  What  are  you  ? 
A.  A  bookbinder. 

jp.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Hardy,  the  prifoner  at  the 
bar? 

A.  Seven  years  bft  May. 

jp.  Have  you  lived  in  the  fame  houfe  with  him  at  any  time  ? 
A.  No.    . 

$.  Have  you  known  him  intimately  i 
A  Yes. 

^J.  What  has  been  his  character  during  thofe  feven  years  tlflt 
you  have  known  him  ? 

A.  Always  a  fober  and  real  good  man. 
j^.  Has  he  been  peaceable  and  orderly  I 
A.  Yes,  as  far  as  I  can  fey. 
J9.  Have  you  known  him  constantly  ? 
A*  Yes. 
>.'  Has  this  been  his  general  character  ? 
T.  It  has,  as  far  as  I  have  ever  heard. 

Crofs-examined  by  Mr.  ATTORNEY  Genenal. 
4>.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society? 
A.  Naj  1  never  in  my  life  entered  the  threfiiold  of  any  of 
Them. 

William  Henderson  Jworn.'— Examined  by  Mr.  Gibb?. 
^  \Vhat  are  you  ? 

jL  A  dealer 
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A.  A  dealer  in  eggs. 

£$\ .  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Hardy  f 

A.  About  twenty  years. 

9.  Have  you  known  him  well  that  time  ? 

A.  Perfedly  well. 

Jfj.  What  character  has  he  borne  during  that  time  ? 

A  ~A  very  good  one ;  a  fober,  fedate,  honeft  man. 

~>.  Is  he  of  a  peaceable*  difpofition  ? 

f.  I  never  heard  any  thing  to  the  contrary. 

\  Are  you  a  member  of  either  of  thefe  focieties  ? 

fNo. 
Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  will  not  give  you  any  trouble. 
The  Rev.  Mr*  Stevens  (warn, — Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 

~>.  You  are  a  minifter,  I  believe  ? 

l*   T 

I  am, 
K  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Hardy  ? 
fC  Ever  fince  I  came  to  London.     Seven  years. 
J?.  Have  you  known  him  well  during  that  time  ? 
A!  Pretty  conftantly. 

J3.  He  attended  your  congregation  conftantly  ? 
J.  Yes ;  he  was  a  member  before  L  came  to  it,  and  he  ha« 
(bud  there  ever  fince. 

5.  During  that  time  what  character  has  he  borne  ? 
f  A  very  refpe&able  one. 
J>.  In  all  refpefts  ? 
f  So  far  as  I  know  of  him. 

K  As  far  as  you  have  heard  what  is  his  general  chara&er  ? 
T.  His  general  chara&er  among  our  congregation  is  much  to 
his  honour,  and,  I  believe,  as  a  man  of  conference  both  towards 
God  and  man. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  You  are  not  a  member  of  the  London 
Correfponding  Society  ? 

A.  I  never  was  a  member  of  any  fuch  fociety. 

Peter  MACBEANyiwrH. — Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 
j£.  How  long  have  you  known  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  Mr. 
Hardy  ? 

A.  I  have  known  him  about  feventeen  years. 

f  What  are  you? 
A  fhoemaker. 
9.  During  thofe  feventeen  years  have  you  known  him  well  ? 
A  Yes ;  we  have  been  very  intimate. 

During  that  time  what  charafter  has  be  borne  ? 
r  A  very  amiable  character,  both  in  civil  and  religious  fo- 
ciety. 
jg.  Do  you  fpeak  from  your  own  knowledge  of  him  ? 

u  From  my  own  knowledge. 
2.  What  is  his  general  Character  among  others  ? 
A.  A  peaceable,  quiet,  well-difpofed  man. 

I  i  »  St*  Are 
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J£.  Arc  you  a. member  of  either  of  thefe  Ibcieties,  the  London 
or  Conftitutional  Society  ? 
A.  No.  r 

(Srofs-examihed  by  Mr.  ATTORNEY  GENERAL, 
$.  How  long  have  vou  ceafed  to  be  fo  ? 
J.  I  have  ceafed  to  oe  fo  thefe  two  years,  through  an  indifpo* 
fition  of  body.     I  was  laid  up  with  the  gout. 
What  divifion  did  you  ufe  to  attend  ? 
When  I  did  attend,  I  attended  No.  8. 
Where  was"  that  ? 
The  Blue  Pofts  in  the  Haymarket, 
Did  you  ever  attend  any  other  divifion  ? 
Not  regularly.     I  have  attended   Mr.  Hardy's  diYifion, 
No.  2,  Covent  Garden. 

4>.  Do  you  ever  recoiled  coming  to  any  refolutions  about 
Paine's  Rights  of  Man  ? 

A  No. 
*    J?.  When  did  you  ceafe  to  be  a  member  of  the  fociety  ? 
A.  About  two  years  ago,  or  thereabout. 
§{.  Do  you  remember  your  fociety  writing  to  the  Society  for 
Conftitutional  Information,  defiring  to  have  feme  members  affo- 
dated  with  them  ? . 
^.NYes. 

Do  you  remember  your  fociety  fubfcribing  for  Mr.  Paine? 
No  *  in  my  divifion  I  do  not. 
J^.  Then  you  do  not  recoiled  any  thing  about  your  divifion 
fubfcribing  to  Paine's  Rights  of  Man  ? 
A.  No,  not  in  the  leaft. 

Did  you  ever  meet  at  the  Bell,  in  E*eter  Street  ? 
Yes, 
J$K  Who  was  your  delegate  there  ? 
A*  We  had  no  delegates  there. 
Who  was  your  delegate  ? 
We  had  no  delegate  at  all. 
Was  it  not  a  meeting  of  delegates  at  the  Bell  ? 
No  5  we  divided  from  the  BelL 
J$K  But  before  you  divided  from  the  Bell,  who  was  your  dele- 
gate of  that  divifion  ? 

A.  We  had  no  delegates  at  that  time. 
$K  Did  you  belong  to  it  at  the  firft  ? 
A  Yes ;  I  was  there  from  the  very  firft. 
3.  Who  was  your  chairman  at  the  firft  meeting  ? 
Al  I  am  not  certain  whether  it  was  Mr.  Margarot  or  fame* 
body  elfe,  ,  I  cannot  pofitively  fay. 

You  know  Mr.  Margarot  very  well  I 
Yes. 

^.  He  is  a  man  of  a  very  peaceable  and  civil  difpofition  ? 

J.  Yes, 
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\  Yes,  as  far  as  I  know.    I  hard  very  little  acquaintance 
tR  Mr.  Margarot. 
i^.  Do  you  recollect  the  other  members  at  the  Bell  in  Exeter 
Street  ?     Who  were  the  firft  metrfbers j  was  Mr.  Hardy  one  of 
them  ? 
-/£.  Yes. 

J|J.  Do  you  recollecT:  any  other  perfcns  who  were  the  firflf  mem- 
bers of  the  London  Correfpondihg  Society  ? 

sf.  Yes;  there  was  one  of  the  name  of  Blake,  and  feveral 
others \  and  a  man  of  the  name  of  Gow,  who  is  dead  and  gone. 
Any  body  elfe  ? 
I  do  not  recolleft. 
_  How  many  of  you  met  at  firft  at  the  BeH  in  Exeter  Street  I 
"\Vhat  was  the  greateft  number  ? 

Jt.  The.  whole  of  the  number,  I  fuppofe,  might  be  30  or  40. 
J^.  Do  you  mean  to  fwear  to  this  purport,  that  you  recollect 
no  more  than  thefe  ? 

A.  The  firft  time  I  was  there,  to  the  beft  of  my  recollection, 
there  might  be  twenty. 

!%>.  You  are  fworn  to  fpeak  the  truth,  and  I  defire  you  to  re- 
collect the  names  of  all  of  them  that  you  know.  You  are  lure 
Margarot  was  one  ? 

>/.  No,  I  cannot  be  fure. 

Do  you  recollect  a  man  of  the  name  of  Merry  i 
f  I  believe  there  was  a  Mr,  Merry. 
Any  body  elfe  ? 
Mr.  Dowling. 

Were  there  any  clergymen  among  you  ? 
No. 

Were  there  any  phyfiriaro  among  you  ?    • 
I  cannot  recollect. 
igj.  Any  other  profeffion  ? 
A*  I  cannot  recollect. 

SHow  many  divifions  were  there  in  the  fociety  at  the  tim/s 
eft  it  ? 
A.  I  cannot  fay  any  thing  to  that 
~    Two  or  three  f 

There  might  be  more  than  that. 
Who  drew  up  your  original  laws  ? 
I  believe  Mr.  Margarot  was  the  principal  man. 
Was  there  any  body  elfe  employed  with  him  to  do  it  ? 
Very  likely  tHere  was ;  I  cannot  fay. 
Q  Upon  the  oath  you  hare  taken,  do  not  you  recollect  wha 
it  was  that  was  to  draw  up  your  original  laws  ? 
A.  I  cannot  recollect 

4>.  Did  you  ever  vifit  any  body  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Lon- 
don on  account  of  that  ? 

4%  No,  t  cannot  recoiled 

J?.  Da 


J^r  Do  you  mean  to  fwear  that  to  your  knowledge  nobodjr 
drew  up  the  code  but  Margarot  ? 

A.  I  am  certain  there  were  others;  but  I  don't  recoiled  thenw 
£h  Do  you  know  Mr.  Martin  ? 
Ai  Yes, 

«&  Was  he  one  ? 
Ai  I  believe  he  was  not, 

A  Was  Mr.  Vidor  one  ?  i 

jC  I  don't  know  Mr.  Victor* 

Alexander  Gordon  [warn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 
i?.  What  bufinefs  arc  you  ? 
Ai  A  fhoemaker. 
J£.  Where  do  you  live  I 
Jt.  In  Cannon  Street. 

How  long  have  you  known  the  prifoner,  Mr.  Hardy  ? 
Twenty  years. 
K  Have  you  known  him  well  during  that  time  i 
f*  Yes* 

\  What  character  has  he  borne  ? 
A  fober,  honeft,  induftrious,  peaceable  man. 
Is  that  his  general  character  r 
I  never  knew  it  to  be  otherwife. 
\  Were  you  a  member  of  either  of  the  focieties  ? 
u  No>  I  never  vfas. 

Crofs-examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  General 
JPr  Where  do  you  live  ? 
a.  In  Cannon  Street. 

j£  You  don't  live  at  No.  I,  Alderfgate  Street  ? 
A.  No. 

J.  Do  you  know  any  body  of  your  name  that  does  ? 
No. 

John  Bogue  [worn.— Examined  by  Mr*  Gibes. 
What  are  you  r 

A  carpenter  and  cabinet-maker*  ,    • 

K  How  long  have  you  known  the  prifoner  ? 
Near  thefe  ten  years. 
j^  Have  you  known  him  well  during  that  time  ? 
a.  Yes. 

j^.  What  is  his  character  ? 
A!  A  fober,  honeft  man. 

Has  he  the  character  of  a  peaceable  man  J 
fi.  Yes,  very  much  fo. 
S%*  Do  you  fpeak  from  his  general  character,   or  your  owa 
.knowledge  ?  . 

A.  Both. 

Crofs-examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  General. 

fDid  you  belong  to  the  London  Correfponding  Society? 
Yes. 

Jfs  How 


* 
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>.  How  long  have  you  ceafed  to  belong  to  k  ? 
K  _Near  two  years. 

\  Did  you  belong  to  it  when  it  was  firft  formed  at  the  Bell 
ixx  Exeter  Street  ? 

~/f.  No.  .    . 

JSP-  What  was  your  divifion  ? 
-/£T  No.  5. 

£%>-  You  know  nothing  of  the  proceedings  of  the  fociety  for 
the  two  laft  years  ? 

>/.  Very  little,  that  I  can  recoiled. 
Matthew  Dickie  fworn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 
^*  What  bufinefsare  you? 
A  Scotch  faftor. 

How  long  have  you  known  the  prifoner,  Mr.  Hardy  ? 
Five  years. 
i^.  Have  you  known  him  well  ? 
jfc  Yes. 

J.  What  charafter  has  he  borne  during  that  time  ?  « 

A  ftriftly  honeft  charafter,  an  upright  peaceable  man,  as 
any  in  the  world. 

J^-  What  has  his  general  charafter  been  ? 
A.   A  very  peaceable  man,  and  a  ftriftly  honeft  man. 
j|>.  Have  you  ever  talked  with  him  about  the  Correfponding 
Society  ? 

A.  He  may  have  mentioned  it;  but  our  converfation,  was 
generally  about  bufinefs.  * 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Was  you  a  member  of  the  fociety  ? 
A.  No. 

Mr.  Gibbs  informed  the  Court  that  he  had  a  great  many  more 
witneftes  to  charafter;  but  he  ihould  trouble  them  with  only 
one  more. 

James  Hardy  fworn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Gibes- 
J^.  Are  you  any  relation  to  the  prifoner  ? 
A.  No. 

§.  How  long  have  you  known  the  prifoner? 
A!  Ever  fince  the  year  1779  or  1780. 
\  Have  you  known  him  well  ? 
K  Yes,  being  a  neighbour. 

\  From  that  time  to  the  prefent,  what  charafter  has  he  borne? 
f  I  never  heard  any  but  the  beft  of  charafters ;  quite  an  eaiy 
difpofitioiiu 

~>.  Has  that  been  his  general  charafter  ? 
T.  From  what  I  know  of  him,  and  from  what  I  have  heard' 
of  him,  he  is  a  peaceable  man. 
Mr.Attorney  General.  Are  you  a  member  of  any  of  thefe  focietie>  ? 
A.  No.  , 

Adjourned  to  Monday  morning,  eight  o'clock. 

[End  of  the  Fifth  Day.] 

Monday 
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Monday  Morning,  November  3,  1794. 
THE  Court  met  at  nine  o'clock,  purfuant  to  adjournment* 

PRESENT, 

Lord  Chief  Justice  Eyre,  Lord"Pres;dent, 

Lord  Chie*  Baron,  I      Mr.  Justice  Buller, 

Baron  Hotham,  I      Mr.  Justice  Grose. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  now  mean  to  call  a  witnefs  to  prove  that  a 
letter  which  was  fent  to  Mr.  Hardy  from  Sheffield,  to  be  for- 
*warded  by  him  to  Norwich,  was  found  in  his  poflefSon,  not  only 
unfent  but  unopened,  at  the  time  he  was  taken  into  cuftody. 

Lord  Prefident.  He  had  no  right  to  open  it,  the  weight  of  the 
evidence  is  its  remaining  unfent. 

Mr.  Erskine.  It  is  a  very  ftrong  circumftance,  it  being  uxj-* 
opened  and  unfent. 

Lord  Prefident.  It  is  a  very  ftrong  circumftance  undoubtedly. 

Mr.  King  fuuorn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Erskine. 
^1  Did  you  find  that  letter  in  the  pofleffion  of  the  prifoner  at 
{he  bar,  when  he  was  taken  into  cuftody,  as  an  enclofure  ?    (a 
letter  Jbewn  him. ) 

A.  No ;  they  were  took  all  away. 

4>.  Was  the  enclofure  of  the  letter  which  was  directed   to 
Norwich,  open  or  not  ?  •  .- 

A.  I  cannot  recoiled: ;  I  believe  it  was  unopened.  I  remember 
the  meffenger  faid,  here  is  a  letter  unopened ;  and  I  faid,  open  it, 
and  mark  it  as  you  have  done  the  reft.     \ 
Was  that  Lauzun  f 
No ;  I  think  it  was  Gurnell. 

What  were  the  contents  of  the  letter  in  the  enclofure  ? 
I  don't  know. 
S.  Did  you  underftand  it  to  be  a  letter  enclofed  in  another  ? 
A.  I  did,  and  deftred  him  to  open  it  and  mark  it. 
David  M  art  in  j worn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Erskine. 
What  is  your  trade  ? 
An  engraver. 

Where  is  your  place  of  refidence  ? 
At  Sheffield. 

How  long  have  you  been  an  inhabitant  of  Sheffield  ? 
About  twelve  years. 
J§\  Have  you  carried  on  trade  during  that  time  ? 
A.  I  have. 

4£.  Was  you  a  member  of  die  Sheffield  fociety  I 
A.  I  was. 

j?.  Up  to  what  time  did  you  continue  a  member  ? 
A.  Till  within  about  three  months  to  this  commencement.     I 
did  not  attend  after  the  time  Mr.  Carnage  was  taken  up  by  go- 
vernment. 

3.  What 
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A  What  waS  your  objefl  in  being  *  member  of  that  fociety  ? 

^JT  For  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  a  reform  in  the  Commons 
tloufe  of  Parliament,  by  legal  and  conftitutional  means* 

£h  Now  I  aflc  you  upon  your  folemn  oath*  for  truth  is  better 
than  all  other  things,  from  all  ypu  obferved,  and  heard*  and  faW 
in  the  courfe  of  your  attendance  upon  that  fociety,  had  you  any. 
reafon  to  believe  or  think  that  their  object  was  different  from 
your  own  i 

A.  By  no  means* 

J^.  I  need  hardly  aflc  you  if  you  heard  any  thing  pz(s  which 
led  you  to  believe,  or  do  you  now  believe,  they  had  any  inten-* 
tion  to  attack  the  government  by  armed  force  I 

A.  I  had  not  the  mod  diftant  idea  of  it* 

3%4  Was  you  a  member  of  the  fociety  at  the  time  the  §heffiel4 
fociety  feot  a  delegate  to  Scotland  ?  * 

A.  I  was*     ^ 

4J.  From  what  pafled  in  the  fociety  Upon  that  occalion,  what 
tvas  your  Qbje&  in  fending  your  delegate  ?   What  was  he  to  do? 

A.  For  the  purpofe  of  co-operating  with  the  other  delegates, 
to  obtain  a  parliamentary  reform. 

«2>.    By  what  means  did  you  conceive  that  was  to  be  ef- 

A*  By  a  petition  to  Parliament 

Q  After  having  had  the  petition  rejected  When  Mr.  Grey 
brought  i*.  forward*  what  was  the  reafon  for  having  delegates/? 
The  former  petition  having  been  rejected)  what  did  they  expect 
Would  be  the  confequence  of  a  petition  from  delegates  ? 

A.  I  do  not  understand  you. 

Q  What  good  effect  did  vou  exp«&  to  arife  from  fending 
delegates  from  large  bodies  or  people  ? 

Jl  To  learn  the  effect  of  the  fentimeqt  of  the  great  body  of 
people. 

What  effexft  did  you  expect  that  fentiment  to  produce  ? 
I  expe&ed  that  the  general  fentiment  of  the  people  would 
make  an  tsqpreffion  upon  the  Parliament*   and  produce  that 
effect 

j£.  I  afk  you  folemnly  upon  your  oath,  whether  it  was  in  your 
contemplation  that  it  was  the  intention  that  thefe  delegates  ihould 
contrive  means  to  compel  it  by  force  ?  < ' 

/f.  By  no  means* 

4>.  Would  you  have  remained  in  the  fociety  if  you  bad  fup-*\ 
pofed  that  was  their  intentiop  i 

4*  Certainly  not* 

Q  Was  any  thing  (aid,  or  did  you  collect  from  the  general 
Objects  of  you/  fociety,  that  it  was  their  intention  to  aJTeA  cho 
&ing's  majefty,  either  his  perfon,  ftate,  ox  dignity  in  the  reala.  ? 

A.  Certainly  flot. 

Vol.  II,  JH  k  &  W« 
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J^.  Was  their  intention,  that  you  could  colleA,  (I  am  not 
fcfking  you  your  imagination,  but  from  what  palled  in  the  fociety^) 
to  toucn  the  Lords'  Houfe  of  Parliament  ? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

J^.  Was  you  at  the  Caftle  Hill  when  Mr.  Yorke  made  a  fpeech 
there? 

A.  I  was,  partly ;  not  all  the  time. 

§K  I  take  it  for  granted,  every  now  and  then  a  very  hot  fpirit 
mieKtihew  itfelf? 

Lord  Prefident.  Do  not  take  any  thing  for  granted  when  voir 
4Te  examining  witnefles. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  will  not  afk  any  more  queftions. 

Crop-examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  General. 

9.  Mr.  Martin,  you  have  lived  at  Sheffield  fome  time  ? 

A.  I  have. 

£K  Who  were  the  perfons  who  principally  managed  the  bull- 
nefs  of  the  fociety  ? 

A.  The  committee  chofen  from  the  fociety  occaiionally  ma- 
naged the  fociety. 

J§>.  Do  you  know  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  Gales,  a  printer  of 
Sheffield? 

A.  Yes. 

&.  Was  he  an  a£tive  member  in  the  fociety  ? 

A.  Yes. 

A  What  became  of  Mr.  Galos  ? 

A  I  cannot  tell. 

§K  Is  he  at  Sheffield  now  ? 

A*  I  believe  he  is  not. 
*.  Upon  your  oath*  do  not  you  know  he  is  not  ? 
r.  Upon  my  word  I  do  not  know.     I  cannot  poffibly  (ay. 

j^.  Have  you  called  at  Mr.  Gales'  houfe  in  Sheffield  within 
two  months  r 

A.  I  have,  the  houfe  that  was  Mr.  Gales' ;  he  has  no  houfe  at 
Sheffield  now,  I  believe. 

4>.  You  were  made  a  member  of  the  Conftitutional  Society 
fb  long  ago  as  March,  1792? 

A.  I  believe  fo, 

J?.  Was  it  done  with  your  knowledge  ? 

A.  I  believe  fo. 

j^.  Was  it  done  at  the  requeft  of  any  body  hi  this  part  of  the 
world  or  not  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of;  it  was  the  propofal  in  the  committer* 

j^.  Do  you  recollect  whofe  proportion  it  was  that  you  fhould 
come  to  London  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

i£.  Do  you  recollecl  a  letter  from  London  being  read  in  the 
committee  defiring  you  to  propofe  it  \ 

A*  I  cunot  particularly  recoiled. 

S^  Recoiled 
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j£.  Recoiled  yourfelf,  if  a  letter  was  not  read  in  the  commit** 
te6,  deiiring  that  you  might  become  a  member  of  the  fociety  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

§.  Do  you  recoiled  any  thing  about  fuch  a  letter  ? 

A.  I  cannot  take  upon  me  to  fay. 

Jjp.  Will  you  fay  you  do  not  recolle&  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recoiled. 

§£.  You  were  not  acquainted,  I  believe,  with  the  particulars 
•f  the  conduft  of  the  Convention  in  Scotland,  were  you? 

A.  No  further  than  what  appeared  in  the  public  newfpapers. 

jP.  What  newfpapers  are  you  fpeaking  of? 

A.  The  Edinburgh  Gazetteer. 

JfJ.  Then  am  I  to  tinderftand  you,  that  you  knew  of  the  pro*, 
ceedings  of  the  Convention  as  they  appeared  in  that  Gazetteer  ? 

A*  iheard  them  read 

Q  Then  you  approved  of  the  proceedings  as  they  appeared 
in  that  Gazetteer,  did  you  ? 

A.  Not  altogether. 

^.  What  part  of  them. did  you  difapprove  i 

A.  Particular  y  that  part  relating  to  a  fecret  committee. 

~    Now  pray,  had  you  a  fecret  committee  at  Sheffield  i   • 
No. 

You  had  not  got  fo  far  as  that  ? 
Nothing  of  the  kind  that,  I  ever  heard  of.  ' 

3.  You  were  at  the  Caftlc  Hill,  you  fay  ? 

Al  I  was  at  part  of  the  meeting ;  only  the  latter  part. 
'  J$*  Do  you  remember  a  refolution,  when  fomebody  propofed 
to  petition  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  that  that  was  negatived,  and 
it  was  determined  never  to  petition  the  Houfe  of  Commons  any 
more  ? 

A.  I  was  on  the  outfide  of  the  people,  and  did  not  hear  it  • 

A  You  would  probably  difapprove  of  that  refolution  i 

AL  Perhaps  I  might. 

jjj.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Yorke  ? 

A .  I  do. 

Was  he  a  Sheffield  man  ? 

I  believe  not.  , 

fWhat  brought  him  to  Sheffield  ? 
I  cannot  tclf 
J§>.  Had  you  much  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Yorke  ? 
A.  No  acquaintance  previous  to  his  firft  coming  to  Shef- 
field. .    . 

3.  Did  you  know  a  great  deal  of  him  after  he  did  come  ? 
Al  I  have  frequently  feen  him  both  in  private  and  public* 
H$s  Were  you  very  intimate  with  him  ? 
A.  No. 

Were  you  very  often  with  him  in  private  ? 
I  was.  » 

Kka  &  You 


'    9*  YdiiTiad  both 'the  fame  motives  of  bbtainlng  a  reform  in 
Parliament  by  peaceable  means  ? 

A.  I  cannot  fay  we  had  altogether. 

j£.  What  was  the  difference  between  you  I 

A*  In  various  matters  relating  to  politics  \  but  the  fpecific  dif- 
ference I  cannot  at  prefent  recoiled. 

4P.  Do  you  know  who  the  editors  of  tip  Patriot  were  ? 

A.  I  do  not 

9.  Upon  your  oath  do  you  not  ? 

\j£  I  do  not 

j?.  Did  you  never  hear  who  were  the  editors  of  that  paper  ? 

A.  No ;  I  never  few  it 

4>.  Did  you  never  hear  who  were  the  editors  of  that  paper  ? 

jf.  I  never  did,  except  by  public  rumour. 
~    Who  did  you  ever  hear  were  the  editors  of  the  Patriot  ? 
I  have  heard  that  certain  performs  were  editors  of  the  Pa-* 
triot 

fWas  r\ot  Mr*  Brown  one  ? 
I  have  heard  that  Mr,  Brown  was  one  of  them, 
J>.  Matthew  Campbell  Brown  ? 
•  Yes. 
J?.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Brown's  hand-writing  when  you  fee  it? 
A.  I  believe  I  do. 

Mr.  Erskine,  This  certainly  is  not  evidence. 
Lord  PreftdenU  It  is  hot  evidence  of  the  fad,  unlefs  they  can 
build  any  thing  upon  that       -  - 

,    M~.  Attorney  QetarqU  Mr.  Brown  was  your  delegate  to  the 
Briti/b  Convention  ? 
A.  I  believe  fo, 

A  peaceable,  well-difpofed  man  ? 
I  thought  fo. 

4>.  Do  you  remember  your  fociety  having  anycommutiicStioa 
with  the  fociety  at  Stockport  ?  / 

A.  Letters  have  occafionally  pafled. 
A  Have  you  feen  thofc  letters  in  your  fociety  ? 
A*  I  have  feen  fome  letters,  but  I  ao  not  recoiled  particulars, 
J^.  They  were  aflbciated  for  the  fame  purpofe,  and  the  feme 
end ;  they  were  all  for  peace,  the  fame  as  yourfelves.-«*«TeIl  me 
if  that  is  Mr,  Campbell  Brown's  hand-writing  6r  not,  according 
fo  your  belief?  (a  fetter  Jbewn  him.) 
A  I  believe  it  is. 

4J.  You  know  upon  the  Caftle  Hill  there  was  a  motion  madi 
to  petition  the  Home  of  Commons  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  know  there  was  by  the  public  papers. 
4J.  Upon  your  oath,  are  you  not  in  the  feCfet  that  that  njotipn 
Was  made  by  contrivance  to  be  negatived  t 
A>  I  never  was. 
«#.  Did  you  ever  bear  that  before  I 

'       A.  I  haw 
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A.  I  have  heard  it  talked  of. ,  s 

$>.  But  at  the  time  you  attended  the  meeting,  you  did  not 

ow  it  was  a  contrivance  i 

A.  I  did  not.    ; 

j£.  Nor  many  hundred  others  befide  you,  I  dare  fay  ? 

A*.  I  dare  fay  not 

Mr.  Erskine.  The  motion  was  made  to  petition  Parliament 
"Was  it  meant  to  be  negatived  in  order  to  petition  Parliament  by 
-delegates,  or  was  it  that  no  petition  was  to  be  prefented  at  all  ? 

Al  I  underftand  it  was  to  petition  the  Houfe  of  Commons  by 
delegates* 

i|£  Whatever  Mr.  Campbell  Brown  might  write,  or  whatever 
lie  might  think,  or  whatever  he  might  do,  did  your  fociety  ever 

give  him  authority  to  attend  for  you,  except  in  a  legal  and  con-* 
itutional  way  in  Edinburgh  ?'  * 

A.  I  believe  not 

J^.  Did  your  fociety  give  him  authority,  and  confine  him  with* 
in  legal  and  conftitutional  behaviour  i 

A.  They  did* 

J^.  Would  you  haye  been  one  to  have  fent  him  to  Edinburgh, 
if  you  had  thought  he  would  have  a&ed  contrary  to  law  i 

A.  I  would  not 

Lord  PrefidenU  Were  the  proceedings  of  the  Cattle  Hill  pub- 
lifhed  ? 

A.  They  were* 

J?.  Was  Mr.  Yprke's  fpeech  publiihed  like  wife  ? 

A.  The  proceedings  were,  in  which  was  included  Air*  Yorke's 
fpeech. 

Have  you  read  that  fpeech  ? 
I  have  feen  it 
Edward  Q  akzs  fworn.— Examined  by  Mr,  Erskine, 
**   What  are  you  by  trade  ? 

A  plater. 
^  You  are  an  inhabitant  of  Sheffield  ?* 
A.  Yes. 

Where  did  you  live  ? 

With  my  father,  who  is  a  grocer  at  Sheffield, 

fWere  you  a  member  of  the  fociety? 
Yes. 
Jp.  From  what  time  to  what  time  ? 
A  From  the  year  1791,  to  the  prefent  time. 
&  Did  you  attend  the  meetings  of  the  fociety  regularly? 
A  In  general  I  did.     I  was  a  good  attendant 
^.  What  was  jour  object  in  attending  that  place  ? 
A?  My  obje£J:  in  attending  the  fociety  was  this;  if  .Mr  lawful ' 
and  conftitutional  means,  m  co-operation  with  the  reft  of  my  bre- 
thten,  fwe  might  be  able  to  jjain  a  reform^  Parliament 

-?.  Hew 
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j£.  How  did  you  cxpeft  that  that  co-operation*  would  ope* 


>/.  We  expelled  our  petitions  would  be  granted. 

j£.  Did  you  expect  more  from  petitions  of  delegations  from 
large  bodies,  than  from  fmall  bodies  ? 

A.  Yes. 

j^.  Did  you  expe<9  that  petitions  from  large  bodies  were  more 
likely  to  convince  Parliament  of  the  policy  and  juftice  of  the  mea- 
fcre,  than  petitions  from  little  bodies  ? 

A.  We  did. 

J^.  If  fuccefs  fhould  not  be  attended  with  the  effeft  yon 
wHhed,  was  it  your  object,  if  you  were  to  be  difappointed  in 
that  meafure,  to  attempt  to  bring  it  about  by  violence  or  force  ? 

Mr.  Solicitor  General.  You  are  certainly  irregular. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  mould  be  glad  to  know  now  1  am  irregular. 

Mr.  Solicitor  General.  It  is  not  worth  arguing. 

Mr.  Erskine*  Then  it  is  not)  I  an\  Jure,  worth  interrupting 
me  about. 

4^  If  the  plan  which  you  contemplated  mould  not  be  attended 
with  fiiccefs,  was  it  your  object  to  pnrfue  means  of  force  ? 

A.  Never. 

J^.  Would  you  have  remained  in  the  fociety  if  you  had  any 
jeafon  to  believe  that  was  the  intention  of  others  r 

A.  I  would  not. 

J^.  From  what  pafled  in  the  fociety  when  you  was  prefent  a* 
their  meetings,  what  did  you  collect  to  be  their  object  r 

A.  I  never  underftood  that  the  object  of  the  fociety  as  a  body, 
or  as  individuals,  was  any  thing  more  than  a  reform  in  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  they  did  not,  as  far  as  I  know  of  them,  defire  in  the 
leaft  to  obtain  this  object  by  any  other  means  than  petitioning 
Parliament. 

4J.  Was  you  prefent  upon  the  Caftle  Hill  "when  a  petition  to 
Parliament  was  rejected,  and  another  petition  to-  the  King  put 
in  the  room  of  it  I 

A.  I  was. 

J^.  When  the  petition  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  was  nega- 
tived for  the  prefent,  was  it  determined  at  no  future  time  to  peti- 
tion Parliament,  when  you  had  collected  the  fenfe  of  the  people 
to  a  larger  extent  ? 

Lord  Prefidtnt.  Does  he  know  what  the  refolutions  were? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Erskine.  Do  you  know  the  fubftahce  of  them  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  the  refolutions  ftated  that  Parliament 
fhould  never  be  petitioned  again. 

£K  Did  it  refer  to  that  time  or  all  times-? 

jfi  I  really  think  it  referred  to  that  time  only. 

j?.  Was  you  in  the  fociety  at  the  time  it  was  propofed  to  fend 
»  delegate  to  Scotland  1 

A  Iwaa* 
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A.  I  was. 

i^.  Did  the  propofition  of  fending  delegates  to  Scotland  come 
from  Scotland,  or  did  you  fend  them  without  ? 
A.  I  cannot  fay.     I  do  not  recoiled. 

ijj.  When  you  fent  your  delegate  on  the  occafion,  what  was 
the  object  of  the  fociety,  as  far  as  you  colle&ed  ic  from  what  yon 
heard  on  the  occafion,  of  fending  Mr.  Brown  to  Edinburgh  ? 

A.  The  object  of  fending  Matthew  Campbell  Brown  to  Edin- 
burgh was,  in  order  that  all  proper  meafures  mould  be  confidered 
of  to  obtain  a  reform  in  Parliament. 

9.  Was  Mr.  Brown,  as  delegate  from  your  fociety,  to  exprefc 
the  ienfe  which  your  fociety  had? 

if.  He  was. 

J^.  Was  it  understood  that  they  had  any  other  objed  in 
view  ? 

A,  Our  delegate,  I  dare  fay,  would  have  been  called  from  the 
Convention  if  any  other  object  had  been  propofed 

J?.  Was  he  to  purfue  the  objects  that  fociety  had  profeiled  ? 

A.  He  was. 

«$.  When  delegates  from  the  different  ibcieties  had  got  to- 
gether, what  were  they  to  do  ? 

A.  As  I  obferved  before,  they  were  to  point  out  a  proper  way 
of  addrefling  Parliament  in  a  constitutional  way,  as  that  might 
not  be  altogether  thought  upon  by  us :  we  thought  them  perfons 
more  capable  of  judging  or  the  more  effectual  way  of  addreffing 
Parliament  than  ourlelves. 

^.  What  effeft  did  you  contemplate  the  petition  of  the  dele- 
gates from  a  large  body  would  have  ? 

A.  That  petitions  coming  from  ft>  refpe&able  a  body,  would 
have  their  weight  in  the  Houfe  of  Parliament. 

J^.  Did  you  think  a  petition  from  large  bodies  would  be  better 
received  than  from  a  fmall  body  i 

A.  We  did. 

j^.  Did  you  contemplate,  that  by  the  purfuit  of  the  fame 
peaceable  means,  Parliament  would  yield  to  a  fcnfe  of  the  j  aft  ice 
of  your  petition  ? 

A.  That  was  our  expectation. 

Q  From  any  thing  that  parted  in  your  fociety,  war.  there  ir* 
your  fociety  any  contemplation  againft  the  King  r 

A.  No,  not  any  thing. 

£K  Nor  againft  his  title  and  office  f 

A.  Nothing  againft  his  title,  office,  of  life. 

Q  Was  any  thing  faid  refpe&ing  the  Houfe  of  Lords  when 
your  delegate  was  fent  off  r 

A  I  do  not  recoiled. 

&  Was  it  your  objed  to  produce  any  change  but  in  the 
Houfe  of  Commpns  I 

A  I  believe  not* 

Q  When 
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£.  When  did  you  ever  hear  of  any  arms  or  pikes  being  tnade 
in  Sheffield  ? 

A.  I  cannot  positively  recolleft  the  time ;  it  is  a  few  months 
back. 

JP.  Juft  a  little  time  before  Mr*  Carnage  was  taken  up  ? 

A*  It  was  not  long  before. 

J|>;  Do  you  remember  whether  the  focitty,  or  any  part  of  it, 
had  been  infulted  and  threatened  i 

A.  I  recollect  very  well  the  fociety  had  very  great  apprehen- 
fions  of  danger,  by  repeated  threats  from  the  oppofite  party>  be- 
caufe  the  oppofite  party  had  given  them  Very  great  oqcanon  to 
fear,  by  their  ufing  them  ill. 

&•  Do  you  mean  the  magiftracy  or  the  people  i 

A.  By  no  means  the  magiftracy  of  the  place  j  but  the  indivi- 
duals who  took  upon  themfelves  authority  which  We  thought  they 
had  no  right  to  da 

4>.  Do  you  recollect  whether  that  was  complained  of  in  the 
fociety,  and  whether  any  danger  was  ftated  there  i 

A  Yes  it  was. 

$>j  I  afk  upon  your  moft  folemn  oath,  whether  any  thing  paffed 
in  the  fociety  for  arming  it  as  a  body,  for  an  attack  upon  the 
government  of  the  country  ? 

A.  I  am  fenfible  in  whofe  prefence  I  ftand;  and  I  defire  to 
fpeak  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth;  as  m 
the  prefence  of  God,  1  can  pofitively  fay,  it  was  never  agitated; 
and  never  has  been  thought  of  in  the  fociety  to  arm  as  a  body  & 
attack  government. 

j^.  If  any  fuch  idea  did  ever  occur  to  any  wicked  man  or  men, 
have  you  reafon  to  believe  that  if  fuch  an  idea  had  been  the  object 
of  your  fociety;  that  you  fhould  have  known  of  it  ? 

A  I  fhould. 

ijj.  I  do  not  afk  what  any  wicked  man  in  his  private  mini 
might  contemplate;  but  if  it  had  been  the  objecYof  the  fociety, 
or  any  number  of  them,  do  you  believe  you  ihould  have  known 
it  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  fhould. 

Crofs-examined  by  Mr*  BoWERv 

J§>.  You  will  remember,  when  you  anfwer  me  what  you  re- 
collected juft  now  about  the  folemnity  of  your  oath.  You  hare 
been  a  member  of  the  Sheffield  fociety  from  the  year  .1791  I 

A  I  have. 

£K  And  been  intimately  acquainted  with  the  fociety  from 
that  time  i 

A.  I  have. 

Had  you  a  committee  to  manage  the  affairs  of  the  fociety? 
Yes,  we  had. 

Q  You  was  a  member  0/  that  committee* 

a.  Yes. 

Q  Were 


J$.  Were  you  there  when  twelve  members  were  propofed  to  he 
font  to  the  Conftitutional  Society  in  London  ? 

A.  I  was  not  prefent  when  any  fuch  thing  wa£  propofed. 

^.  Do  you  know  that  twelve  men  were  to  be  re-ele&ed  from 
your  fociety  at  Sheffield,  and  deputed  to  be  fent  to  London  ? 

A.  When  I  was  there,  never.     I  don't  know  there  ever  was 
fuch  a  propofition. 

Q  I  would  not  wifli  to  turn  it  upon  an  expreffion ;   were 
they  to  be  affociated  with  aiiy  fociety  in  London,  upon  your  oath  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  they  were  in  any  way  to  be  affociated 
-with  them,  any  further  than  by  correfpondence. 

Were  they  to  be  affociated  with  them  by  correfpondence  ? 
In  order  for  the  co-operation  that  I  {(rated  before. 

^.  Do  you  not  remember  if  you  was  prefent  when  fuch  a  de- 
termination was  come  to  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  was. 

J^.  Do  you  recoiled  fuch  a  circumftance  being  mentioned  in 
the  committee? 

A.  No,  by  no  means. 

j§\  But  do  you  not  recoiled:  that  there  was  fuch  a  propoiition 
made  ?  Do  you  know  whether  any  propofal  that  was  made  about 
aflbciating  members  of  yours  came  from  London,  or  was  it  firft 
propofed  in'  Sheffield  ? 

Jt .  Indeed,  I  do  not  know. 

fDid  you  conftantly  attend  the  focieties  ? 
I  did  not. 

J^.  And  you  never  heard  that  fuch  a  motion  had  adually  been 
taken  up  ? 

A  I  did  not. 

Lord  RrefuUnU  Did  your  committee  take  your  proceedings 
down  in  writing  ? 

A*  Sometimes. 

^.  They  did  pot  keep  a  regular  account  ?  , 

A.  No. 

Mr.  Bower.  What  became  of  thofe  proceedings  that  were  put 
into  writing  in  thefe  committees  ? 

A.  Indeed  I  am  perfe&ly  a  ftranger  to  them :  for  at  the  time 
the  perfons  were  apprehended  and  taken  to  *  London,  I  did  not 
attend  the  committee,  and  therefore  I  cannot  fay  what  was  dont 
by  the  committee. 

J§>.  In  whofe  cuftody  were  the  proceedings  kept  ? 

A.  They  were  kept  by  Mr.  Broomhead. 

^-  You  fay  you  expected  your  petitions  would  be  heard; 
was  you  prefent  when  that  refolution  palled,  which  refolyed  not 
to  petition  any  more  1 

A  I  was. 

£K  Was  you  prefent  when  any  letter  was  written  from  the 

focieties  at>  Sheffield  to  the  Conftitutional  Scciety  of  London, 
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refpe&lng  a  radical  reform  of  the  country,  dated  the  14th  of 
March,  1792? 

A.  Unlefs  I  was  to  know  the  contents  of  the  letter,  I  cannot 
lay. 

Q  I  will  {hew  you  the  letter.    Do  you  know  a  man  of  the 
name  of  Samuel  Afliton  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  do. 

i?.  Was  he  an  a&ive  member  of  your  fociety  ? 

A.  He  was,  at  the  firft  period  of  it 

SK  Up  to  what  period  i 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

i?.  Where  is  he  now  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

JP.  Is  he  at  Sheffield  \ 

A  I  apprehend  not.    I  believe  he  is  fomewhere  in  the  coun- 
try. 

J^.  Was  he  the  perfon  that  correfponded  with  London  in  the 
name  of  the  fociety  ?     ' 

A.  I  believe  he  was. 

4J.  Look  at  that  letter,  and  tell  me  if  that  is  his  hand-writing  i 
(a  letter  Jhewn  him.) 

A.  I  cannot  anfwer  that. 

Do  you  believe  it — you  muft  have  feen  it  ? 
When  Mr.  Afliton  was  a  member  of  the  fociety,  I  was 
not  an  a&ive  member. 

£K  I  afk  you  upon  the  folemn  oath  you  have  appealed  to,  whe- 
ther you  ever  faw  Afhton  write  on  any  fubje&  ? 

A.  I  don't  recoiled  whether  I  have  or  not 

JP.  Upon  your  oath  ? 

^  A.  I  cannot  telj.    I  have  feen  him  write,  but  not  to  examine 
his  hand-v/ritin". 

What  is  Samuel  Afliton  ? 
He  was  originally  a  painter. 

J§J.  What  is  he  now  ? 

J.  I  fuppofe  he  has  obtained  a  patent  to  drefs  leather. 

Q*  Now  you  may  look  at  the  contents  of  that  letter,  and  tell 
me  if  you  knew  of  that  letter  being  writ  on  purpofe  to  be  fenteo 
London  ?  (reads  it  J) 

•  J^.  You  have  now  read  that  letter ;  upon  that  fame  oath,  do 
you  know  of  that  letter  being  fent  ? 

A.  I  cannot  anfwer. 

4J.  We  know  more  of  this,  perhaps,  than  you  are  aware  of, 
and  therefore  be  cautious ;  upon  your  oath,  do  you  believe  or 
not,  in  the  firft  place,  that  it  was  fent  ? 

A*  At  the  time  this  letter  was  wrote,  I  was  not  become  an  ac- 
tive member. 

Jg.  After  you  became  a  member,  did  you  not  hear  of  it  ? 

A,  The 
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A.  The  letters  were  not  known  to  tine  fociety  at  large,  and 
therefore  I  am  not  able  to  fay. 

Q  This  letter  is  dated  March,  1792,  and  you  ftated  that  you 
became  a  member  in  1791,  of  courie  muft  be  written  while  you 
Mras  a  member ;  and  though  you  had  been  a  member  fome  time, 
yet  you  ftate  that  you  did  not  know  that  this  letter  had  been 
'written  ? 

A.  We,  as  a  body,  appointed  a  committee  to  tranfaft  our  bufi* 
tiels,  as  they  knew  our  views. 

JjJ.  Did  you  at  any  time  know  what  the  committees  had  been 
doing  ?  Was  any  report  ever  made  to  the  fociety  ? 
JL  At  times  there  was. 

J|J.  Once  in  a  fortnight,  or  once  in  three  weeks,  or  how 
often  ? 

A.  Sometimes  oftener,  and  fometimes  not  fo  often. 
$K  Was  it  once  a  week  ? 
2"  No. 

Was  it  once  a  fortnight  ? 
No., 
Lord  Prefident.  Was  there  any  fixed  time  i 
A.  No. 

Mr.  Bower.  Upon  your  oath,  had  you  any  report  of  the  pro* 
edings  about  the  14th  of  March,  1792  ? 
A.  1  cannot  recoiled. 

J^.  You  fee  that  letter  is  upon  the  principle  of  Paine's  Rights 
of  Man ;  had  Mr.  Paine's  Rights  of  Man  been  introduced  into 
the  fociety  ? 

A.  They  were  introduced  into  the  fociety  before  they  were 
proved  to  oe  a  libel. 

j£.  Your  principles,  however,  that  you  ftate  of  the  radical  re- 
form of  the  country,  confiftent  with  the  principles  of  the  Rights 
of  Man,  were  the  rights  of  man  ftated  in  that  book  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  this  letter  alludes  to  the  rights  of 
man  in  Mr.  Paine's  book. 

Read  the  three  laft  lines. 
Lr.  Erskine.  Read  the  whole  of  it* 
Mr.  Attorney  General  This  is  not  the  letter  that  we  intended, 
it  being  another  letter  of  the  fame  date.     I  beg  to  have  it  read. 

(Read  by  the  Witnefs.) 
a  Gentlemen, 
tt  The  fociety,  feeling  as  they  do  the  grievous  effefls  of  the 
prefent  corrupt  ftate  dere&s,  and  the  abufe  of  our  country,  the 
great  and  heavy  oppreflions  which  the  common  mafs  of  the  people 
labour  under  as  the  natural  confequence  of  that  corruption ;  and, 
At  the  fame  time,  being  feniible,  to  a  degree  of  certainty,  that 
the  public  minds  and  general  fentiments  of  the  people  are  deter- 
mined to  obtain  a  radical  reform  of  the  country,  as 
foon  as  prudence  and  discretion  will  penpit;  believe  it  their  duty 
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fo  make  u(e  of  every  prudent  means,  as  far  as  their  abilities  can 
be  extended,  to  obtain  fo  falutary  and  defirable  an  object  as  a 
thorough  reformation  of  our  country,  eflablijhed  upon  that  fyftem 
which  is  conjijfent  with  the  Rights  of  Man.  For  thefe  reafom, 
with  great  deference  and  fubmiffion  to  the  members  of  the  Society 
for  Conftitutional  Information  in  London*  we  beg  leave  to  re- 
queft  that  they  will  bepleafedto  admit  the  perfons  of  the  follow- 
ing names  annexed  hereto  as  members  of  their  fociety,  (they 
being  our  friends,  and  members  of  our  fociety*)  in  order  that  a 
clofe  conne&ion  may  be  formed,  and  a  regular  communication 
maintained,  between  the  two  bodies ;  that  being  thus  ftrength- 
ened,  this  fociety  may  be  better  enabled  to  govern  itfelf  with 
more  propriety,  and  to  render  affiftance  to  their  fellow-citizens 
in  this  neighbourhood,  and  in  parts  more  remote j  that  they,  m 
their  turn,  may  extend  ufefuL  knowledge  ftill  further,  from  town 
to  village,  and  from  village  to  town,  until  the  whole  nation  be 
fufficiently  enlightened,  and  united  in  the  fame  caufe,  which  cannot 
.fail  of  being  the  cafe  wherever  the  mojt  excellent  works  of  Mr. 
Thomas  Paine  finds  rejidence. 

w  I  am,  Gentlemen, 
w  Your  moft  refpeftful  and  fincere  friend, 
tt  By  order  of  the  Committee, 

«  — : Secretary  for  this  fociety. 

«  Sheffield,  March  14,  1792." 

Mr.  Bower.  Now  read  this  letter  of  the  14th  of  March,  179^ 
it  is  a  letter  found  in  the  pofleflion  of  Mr.  Hardy. 

(Read  by  the  Witnefs.) 
a  Sheffield  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information,  to  the  Society 
for  Conftitutional  Information  in  London. 
tt  This  fociety,  compofed  chiefly  of  the  manufacturers  of 
Sheffield,  began  about  four  months  ago,  and  is  already  increafed 
tonearly  two  thousand  members,  and  is  daily  increasing, 
exclufivc  of  the'  adjacent  towns  and  villages,  who  are  forming 
themfelves  into  fimilar  focieties. 

u  Confidering,  as  we  do,  that  the  want  of  knowledge  and  in- 
formation in  the  general  mafs  of  the  people  has  expofed  them  to 
numbcrlefs  impohtions  and  abules,  the  exertions  of  this  fociety 
are  directed  to  the  acquirement  of  ufeful  knowledge,  and  to 
fpread  the  fame  as  far  as  our  endeavours  and  abilities  can  ex- 
tend. 

«  We  declare  that  we  have,derived  more  true  knowledge  from 
the  two  works  of  Mr.  Thomas  Paine,  intitled  *  Rights  of  Man,' 
Part  the  Firft  and  Second,  than  from  any  other  author  or  fubjecL 
ThepraStice  as  well  as  the  principle  of  government  is  laiafdownin 
thofe  works,  in  a  manner  Jo  clear,  and  irrefijlibly  convincing,  that 
this  fociety  do  hereby  refolve  to  give  their  thanks  to  Mr.  Paine 
for  bis  two  Cud  publications,  entitled  c  Rights  of  Man,'  Parts 
ft*  Firft  and  Second    Alio, 

*  RefoM 
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a  Refolved  unammoufly,  That  the  thanks  of  this  fociety  be 
given  to  Mr.  Paine,  for  the  affe&ionate  concern  he  has  {hewn  in 
his  fecond  work  in  behalf  of  the  poor,  the  infant,  and  the  aged; 
who,  notwithftanding  the  opulence  which  bleffes  the  other  parts 
of  the  community,  are,  by  the  grievous  weight  of  taxes,  ren- 
dered the  miferable  vi&ims  of  poverty  and  wretchednefs. 

<c  Refolved  unanimoufly,  That  this  fociety,  difdaining  to  be 
confidered  either  of  a  ministerial  or  oppofition  party  (names  of 
which  we  are  tired,  having  been  fo  often  deceived  by  both,)  do 
ardently  recommend  it  to  all  their  fellow-citizens,  into  whofe 
hands  thefe  refolutions  may  come,  to  confer  ferioufly,and  calmly 
with  each  other  on  the  fubjefr.  alluded  to,  and  to  manifeft  to  the 
world  that  the  fpirit  of  true  liberty  is  a  fpirit  of  order >  and  that 
to  obtain  juftice  it  is  confiftent  that  we  be  juft  ouf felves. 

"  Refolved  unanimouQy,  That  thefe  refolutions  be  printed, 
and  that  a  copy  thereof  be  tranfmitted  to  the  Society  for  Confti- 
tutional  Information  in  London;  requefting  their  approbation  for 
twelve  of  our  friends  to  be  entered  into  their  fociety,  for  the  pur- 
pofe  of  eftablifhing  a  connection  and  a  regular  communication 
with  that,  and  all  other  fimilar  focieties  in  the  kingdom* 

"  By  order  of  the  Committee, 
(Signed)  "  Samuel  Ashton,  Chairman," 

a  Ordered,  that  the  fecretary  do  return  the  thanks  of  this  fo- 
ciety to  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information,  eftablifhed  at 
Sheffield  ;  and  that  he  exprefs  to  them  with  what  friendflup  and 
affection  this  fociety  embraces  them  as  brothers  and  frllow  la- 
bourers in  the  fame-caufe.  That  he  do  aflure  them  of  our  intire 
concurrence  with  their  opinion,  viz.  That  the  people  of  this 
country  are  not,  as  Mr.  Burke  terms  them,  fwine^  but  rational 
beings,  better  qualified  to  feparate  truth  from  error  than  himfelf, 
pofleffing  more  honefty,  and  lefs  craft. 

tt  Refolved,  That  this  fociety  will,  on  Friday  next,  March 
31ft,  ballot  for  the  twelve  aflbciated  members  recommended  by 
the  Sheffield  committee,  and  approved  by  this  meeting." 
Mr.  Boiver.  Is  that  the  hand- writing  of  Samuel  Aihton? 
Mr.  Erskine.  We  fhall  take  it  as  his  hand- writing.     I  am  go- 
ing to  prove  it. 

Mr.  Bower.  Do  you  know  how  thefe  two  letters  of  the  fame 
date  came  to  be  font  ? 
A.  I  do  not. 

S^  Did  you  ever  hear  any  thing  of  this  laft  letter  before  it  was 
written,  or  afterwards  ? 
A.  I  do  not  recolleft. 

Q  You  never  recollcft  hearing  of  that  letter  at  all  ? 
A.  I  do  not. 

Q  That  was  a  letter  written  by  the  committee,  and  never 
communicated  to  your  knowledge  to  the  fociety  ? 
A.  I  cannot  lay  \  I  did  not  attend  all  the  focittics. 

$.  But 


[      262      ] 

j£.  But  I  afk,  whether  to  your  knowledge  the  letter  was  ewer' 
communicated  to  your  fociety  ? 
A.  I  cannot  fay. 

Lord  PrefidenU  Do  you  know  whether  it  was,  or  was  not  ? 
A.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Bower.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Yorke  ? 
A.  Yes. 

jj>.  Were  you  prefent  at  the  Caftle  Hill  ? 
jim  Yes. 

J>.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Yorke's  fpeech  at  the  Caftle  Hill  f 
f  Yes. 
4>.  Did  you  read  it  ? 
A!  No. 
K  Do  you  know  Mr.  Brown  ? 
;  Yes. 

4J-  Did  you  ever  read  the  paper  published  at  Sheffield,  en- 
titled the  Patriot  ? 

A.  I  frequently  read  Mr.  Gales'  Regifter,  which  might  con- 
tain extracts  from  the  Patriot. 

Did  you  ever  read  the  book  entitled  the  Patriot  ? 
I  believe  I  have  fometimes. 

JK  What  was  the  title  of  the  Regifter  ? 
.  The  Sheffield  Regifter. 
j£.  Look  at  that  printed  paper  patted  to  that  book  (the  Con-* 
ftitutional  Society's  book)  ? 

(Read  by  the  Witnefs.) 
«  Sheffield  Society  for  Constitutional  Information,   March  14, 
1792." 
Mr.  Erskine.   Does  he  know  any  thing  of  this  of  his  own 
knowledge  ? 
A.  I  do  not.  • 

Mr.  Er shine.  Then  read  it  to  yourfelf,  Sir. 
Mr.  Bower.  It  has  been  read  already. 

Mr.  Erskine.  That  is  a  very  good  reafon  why  it  fhould  not  be 
read  now. 

(The  Witnefs  looks  over  it.) 
Mr.  Bower.  Have  you  read  enough  of  it  to  enable  yoti  to  tell 
me  if  thofe  refolutions  were  circulated  in  Sheffield  as  the  refolu- 
tions  of  your  fociety,  upon  your  oath  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  believe  they  were. 

J^.  You  have  feen  them  in  circulation  there,  have  you  not  ? 
A.  I  think  fo. 

4J.  Did  your  fociety  circulate  the  books  referred  to  in  thefe 
refolutions ;  I  mean  this  part  of  it,  a  We  declare  that  we  derive 
more  true  knowledge  from  the  two  works  of  Mr.  Thomas  Paine, 
entitled,  Rights  of  Man,  Part  the  Firft  and  Second,  than  from 
any  other  author  or  fubjeft  ?" 

A.  Never, fince  they  were  proved  to  be  a  libel. 

Jf>.  But 


^  But  before  that,  were  they  circulated  as  the  principles  of 
government  which  your  fociety  had  adopted  ? 

A.  They  were,  before  they  were  proved  to  be  a  libel. 
j^.  Were  they  circulated  in  great  numbers  in  the  neighbour* 
hood  of  Sheffield  by  that  fociety?  x 

A.  Indeed  I  cannot  fay. 

4>.  Do  you  know,  upon  your  oath,  that  they  were  circulated 
by  the  members  of  that  fociety  ? 

A.  Before  they  were  proved  to  be  a  libel. 
j£.  That  is  not  the  queftion,  whether  they  were  proved  to  be 
a  Hbel ;  I  afk  you,  once  for  all,  were  they  in  fa&  fo  circulated? 
A.   They  were  fold  by  various  perfons  both  in  town  and 
country. 

j^.  By  whom — by  Mr.  Gales  ? 

A.lAo  not  know  whether  he  fold  them  or  no;  I  believe  he 
did. 

j^  Do  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  if  they  were  cir- 
culated by  any  of  the  members  of  that  fociety  ? 
A.  Yes. 

J^.  Who  was  that  Martin  who  figned  thofe  refolutions — was 
he  a  chairman  of  your  committee  ? 
A.  Not  constantly. 

iP.  Was  he  at  that  time  when  thefe  refolutions  were  parted  ? 
a!  I  do  not  know  that  I  was  prefent  at  the  time  thefe  were 
paffed. 
J§J.  Was  he  chairman  when  thefe  refolutions  were  parted  ? 
A.  I  do  not  know,  except  from  his  name  being  figned. 
J^.  How  many  members  were  there  of  the  Constitutional  So- 
ciety at  Sheffield  at  this  time  ? 
A.  I  do  not  know. 

Do  you  know  whether  20  or  50,  500  or  5,000  ? 
I  cannot  particularly  fay  ?  I  cannot  anfwer  to  the  exa£t 
number  of  the  fociety. 

At  this  time,  March,  1792,  as  near  as  you  can  ? 
I  do  not  wifh  to  fay  any  thing  but  the  truth. 
Lord  PrefidenU   Give  fhort  aniwers,  and  fpeak  to  the  pur- 
pofe. 
Mr.  Bower.  About  how  many  might  there  be  ? 
A.  Probably  200. 

J^.  How  came  you  then  to  ftate  in  your  refolutions  that  they 
were  increaibd  to  2,000,  if  they  were  only  200  ?  i" 

A*  There  were  many  friends  to  our  plans  which  we  were  pro- 
pofing,  who  were  not  regularly  adopted  by  our  fociety  as  mem* 
bers. 

$>.  But  it  ftates  that  the  members  were  about  2,000 ;  were  not 
i>6oo  more  than  they  had  members  ? 

A.  It  might,  perhaps,  allude  to  the  number  of  people  that  at- 
tended the  meeting,  that  were  not  members. 

£-  Were 
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g.  Were  perfons  admitted  that  were  not  members  I 

Al  Yes,  at  the  firft. 

J£.  Had  you  any  meeting  that  amounted  to  500,  before  March, 
1792? 

A  Yes,  I  believe  we  had. 

J§>.  When  you  were  united,  what  did  you  mean  to  do  ? 

A.  We  had  no  defign  at  all  to  attack  government  by  force  of 
arms. 

£K  If  government  had  attacked  you,  what  would  you  have 
done  ? 

A.  We  fhould  have  fubmitted  to  it. 

£K  Had  you  any  intention  of  altering  the  Houfe  of  Lords  irr 
any  refpect  r 

A.  We  expefted  if  there  was  an  equal  reprefentation  in  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  that  would  tend  to  redrefs  all  our  griev- 
ances. If  there  was  any  corruption  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  that 
would  be  done  away,  and  all  the  reft  would  follow  of  courfe. 

j£.  Then  you  mean  now  to  ftate  that  your  idea  was  nothing 
further  than  merely  a  reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ? 

A.  Nothing  more. 

i?.  Was  the  Martin  who. was  chairman  the  laft  witnefe  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Brskine.  You  faid,  if  there  was  any  corruption  in  the 
Houfe  of  Lords,  it  would  follow  of  courfe;  did  you  mean  that  it 
would  follow  of  courfe  by  an  aft  of  Parliament  of  Kings,  Lords, 
and  Commons? 

A  Yes. 

Mr.  Bower.  That  is  a  leading  queftion. 

Mr.  Erskine.  In  what  way  is  it  poffiMe  to  put  it  then  ? 

Mr.  Bower.  You  may  a/k  what  they  meant. 

Mr.  ErsAine.  Were  not  all  your  proceedings  pubtifhed  from 
time  to  time  in  the  public  papers  ? 

A*  I  believe  they  were. 

J9.  Was  there  any  concealment  of  what  you  did  ? 

A*  I. believe  not. 

j^.  Were  not  the  letters  you  have  read  here  printed  in  the 
public  new  {papers  ? 

A.  I  cannot  lay.    I  believe  the  proceedings  of  die  fociety 
in  general  pubi.Oud  \\\  the  paper*. 

Air.  Br.i-er.  Did  that  book,  the  Patriot,  come  oat  at  the 
time  with  the  mnvfpaper  ? 

A.  The  newl":\ioer  cane  out  Ions  before  the  Patriot. 
Daniel  Stuart  gj&J  in  araitu 

Air.  E  \k:nt.  This  gentleman  is  tlcretary  to  the  Society  of  the 
Friends  of  th;  i\*  ylc,  and  was  lWorn  before. 

$*  FL\  e  you  ar.v  rcfolutions  turned  Samuel  Afltfm  f 

A  I  believe  I  have* 
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j£.  Look  at  It,  and  tell  the  Gentlemen  of  the  Jury  the  date 
of  it.  Had  our  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  at  that 
time,  (our  fociety  I  call  it,  I  myfelf  being  a  member  of  it,)  pub- 
lifted  this  declaration  f 

A.  They  had. 

J^.  At  what  time  did  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People 
firft  inftitute  themfelves,  and  publifh  thi6  declaration  ?  Have  you 
got  it  about  you  ? 

A.  I  have ;  it  was  printed  by  the  fociety,  under  my  own 
infpedtion. 

Does  this  letter  from  Aihton  refer  to  this  addrefs  ? 
It  does. 

Mr*  Erskine.  We  will  read  the  declaration  firft,  and  then  the 
letter. 

Lord  PreJuUnt.  What  is  the  date  of  the  declaration  you 
(peak  of? 

(Read  by  Mr.  Er£kine.) 
*  Declaration  agreed  to  by  the  fociety  entitled  the  Friends  of 
the  People,  ailbciated  for  the  putpofe  of  obtaining  a  parlia- 
mentary reform.     April  ii,  1792. 

a  A  number  of  perfons  having  ferioufly  reviewed  and  con- 
fidered  the  actual  fituation  of  public  affairs  and  ftate  of  the  king- 
dom, and  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  opinions  on 
thefe  fubjects,  have  agreed  and  determined  to  inftitute  a  fociety 
for  the  purpofe  of  propofmg  to  Parliament  and  to  the  country, 
and  of  promoting,  to  the  utmoft  of  their  power,  the  following 
conftitutional  objects;  making  the  prefer vation  of  the  con- 
fticution,  on  its  true  principles,  the  foundation  of  all  their  pro- 
ceedings. 

"  Firft,  To  reftorethe  freedom  of  election,  and  a  more  equal 
reprefentation  of  the  people  in  Parliament. 

tt  Secondly,  To  fecure  to  the  people  a  more  frequent  exercife 
of  their  right  of  electing  their  reprefentatives. 

tt  The  perfons  who  have  figned  their  names  to  this  agreement, 
think  that  thefe  two  fundamental  meafjires  will  furnifh  the  power 
and  the  means  of  correcting  the  abufes  which  appear  to  them  to 
have  arifen  from  a  neglect  of  the  acknowledged  principles  of  the 
conftitution,  and  of  accomplifhjng  thofe  fubordinate  objects  of 
reform  which  they  deem  to  be  eflential  to  the  liberties  of  the 
people,  and  to  the  good  government  of  the  kingdom. 

u  Signed  by 
a  Charles  Grey,  £fq.  M.  P.      Right  Hon.  Lord  Kinnair4 
Hon.  Tho.  Maitland,  M.  P.       James  Archdekin, .  Efq. 
George  Rous,  Efq.  David  Godfrey,  Efq. 

Wm.  Cunniflghame,  Efq.  fliggins  Eden,  Eflj. 

John  Tweddlc,  Efq.  Philip  Francis,  Efq.  M.  P. 

£arl  of  Lauderdale  John  Hurford  Stone,  Efq. 

Niccils  Ravcnsford,  JEf *  W.  H.  Laoibtc*,  Eiq.  M.  P. 

V^.U.  •  Md]l  Jams? 


Tames  Mackintosh,  Efq. 
Malcolm  Laing,  Efq. 
Arthur  Piggott,  Efq. 
J.  B.  Church,  Efq.M.P. 
Gilbert  Ironfide,  Efq. 
T.  B.  Hollis,  Efq. 


(meaniiig  me,  Gentlemen,) 
Tho.  Thompfon,  Efq.  M.  P. 
Col.  Tarleton,  M.  P. 
Mr.  Secretary  Bond 
Wm.  Lufhington,  Efq. 
Samuel  Rogers,  Efq. 
Peregrine  Dealtry,  Efq. 
R.  B.  Sheridin,  Efq.  M.  P. 
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John  Godfrey,  Efq, 
George  Tierney,  Eiq. 
J.  Whitebread,  jun.  Efq.  M.  P. 
Sir  J.  Throckmorton,  Bart. 
M.  A.  Taylor,  Efq.  M.  P. 
Wijliam  Breton,  Efq." 
Mr.  Attorney  General.   Is  that  the  Mr.  Breton  whofe  nime 
occurs  to  a  paper  faid  to  be  the  proceedings  at  Chalk  Farm  ?  '  . 
A.  Yes,  it  is. 

(Mr.  Erskine  goes  on  reading.) 
u  Tho.  Rogers,  Efq.  Wm.  Fullarton,  Efq. 

Hon.  Thomas  Erfkine,  M.  P.     Norman  Macleod,  Efq.  M.  P. 

James  Lufh,  Efq. 
Mr.  Aid.  Sawbridge,  M.  P. 
Rich.  Weld,  Efq. 
John  Claridge,  £fq. 
John  Wharton,  Efq. 
James  Martin,  Efq.  M.  P. 
Wm.  Smith,  Efq.  M.  P. . 
John  Scott,  Efq.  M.  P." 
Mr.  Attorney  General.  That  is  not  me,  Gentlemen, 
Mr.  Erskine.  That  Gentleman  is  not  John.  Scott,  Efq.  but  Sir 
John  Scott.     They  are  both  very  good  men,  Gentlemen. 

^Sir  BelHngham  Graham,  Bt.     J.  Lodge  Batley,  Efq- 

James  Weft,  Efq. 

W.  Powlett  Powlett,  Efq.  M.  P. 

George  Livius,  Efq. 

Right  Hon.  Lord  Daer 

Hon.  John  Douglas 

Rev.  Dr.  Kippis 

James  Jacques,  Efq, 

Adam  Walker,  Efq. 

Rich.  Sharp,  Efq. 

Rev.  Dr.  Jofeph  Towers 
John  Nicholls,  Efq.  John  Turnell  Tuffen,  Efq.. 

John  Richardfon,  Efq.  John  Clerk,  Efq, 

Tho.  Bell,  Efq. 
John  Fazakerley,  Efq.  John  Wilfon,  Efq. 

Rich.  S.  Mihies,  Efa.  M.  P.  *  Andrew  Stirling,  Efq. 

Rich.  Heavifide,  Efq. 

Mr.  Aid.  Combe 

Robert  Merry,  Efq. 

George  Shum,  Efq. 

J.  W.  Le  Maifbe,  Efq. 

James  Perry,  Efq. 

Henry  Clifford,  E(q. 

John'Crookfhanks,  Efq.** 


vrec 
Johj 
Jer. 
Ral 
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George  Byng,  Efq.  M.  P. 
~ohn  Cartwright,  Efq. 

jr.  Batley,  Efq. 

alph  Carr,  jun.  Efq. 
Ralph  Milbanke,  Efq.  M.  P. 
Henry  Howard^fq.  M.  P. 
B.  E.  Howard,  fcfq. 
E.  B.  Clive,  Efq. 
Henry  Howard,  Efq. 
jfahn  Leach,  Efq* 
"ohn  Nicholls,  Efq. 

ohn  Richardfon,  Efq. 
Wm.  Chifhoim,  Efq. 
"ohn  Fazakerley,  Eiq. 

Lich.  S.  Mihies,  Efq.  M.  P. 
Samuel  Shore,  Efq. 
Samuel  Shore,  jun.  Efq. 
John  Ringfman,  Efq. 
Edw.  Jer.  Curteis,  Efq. 
Samuel  Long,  Efq.  M.  P. 
John  Bourdieu,  Efq. 
T.  B.Rous^Efq. 
D,  U^Bryen,  Efq. 


And  about  20  oc>  3a  owe  n*me%  Gentlemen. 


Mr. 
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Mr.  Erskine.  (To  Stuart.)  The  obje&s  of  your  fociety  being 
communicated  in  this  manner,  did  you  receive  this  letter  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Erskine.  Having  read  that  declaration,  and  the  names 
that  were  publifhed  at  the  end  of  it,  and  publifhed  in  all  the 
newspapers,  I  now  propofe  to  read  the  letter. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
Letter,  dated  Sheffield,  14th  of  May,  1792,  addrefled,  "  Th$ 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Friends  of  the  People, 
at  the  apartments  of  the  Committee,  Frith  Street,  Soho." 
(See  Appendix.) 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Do  you  know  the  hand-writing  of 
Afhton? 

A.  I  have  never  feen  him  write :  I  do  not.  He  called  on  me. 
I  know  him. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Your  Lordfhip  and  the  Jury  will  ob- 
serve the  letter;  it  is  in  the  fame  hand- writing  as  a  letter  read 
before  of  the  26th  of  March,  upon  the  fame  fubjeft. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  take  it  for  granted,  upon  receiving  fuch  a  let- 
ter as  that,  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  fent  an  an- 
fwer  to  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  they  did. 

i?.  Did  any  reply  come  to  that  anfwer  ? 

Ai  Yes,  there  did,  in  the  year  1793,  after  the  motion  in  the 
Houfe  of  Commons.  A  motion  of  thanks  was  voted  to  all  fo- 
cieties  throughout  the  kingdom  that  had  fent  petitions ;  and  that 
is  a  letter  from  Sheffield  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  the  vote 
ff  thanks,  with  the  thanks  of  the  fociety  for  it. 

f.  Have  you  got  one  from  Sheffield  to  Norwich  of  the  10th 
eptember,  £792? 
Mr.  Bower.  Don't  you  read  the  anfwer  of  the  Friends  of  the 
People  ? 

Mr.  Erskine.  Certainly,  by  all  means. 
4>.  Was  it  figned  by  Mr.  Grey  ? 

A.  Yes ;  I  carried  the  anfwer  to  the  Sheffield  letter  to  Mr, 
Grey  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  after  having  copied  it  fairly  out 
for  him  to  figh  it. 

Of  what  date  ? 
The  34th  of  May,  1792. 
Of  what  date  is  the  reply  ? 

I  have  not  the  reply,  but  it  was  approving  very  much  of 
the  anfwer. 

.    (Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
Dated  Frith  Street,   London,   May  24,  1792,  figned  Charles 
Grey,  Chairman ;  addrefled,  "  Samuel  Aftitpn,  £fq.  Chair- 
man of  the  Constitutional    Society  at  Sheffield."      (See 
Appendix.)  ■  " 

'"  Mm  %  Mr* 


,1 
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Mr.  Erskine.  Was  there  any  letter  came  to  your  fociety  from 
the  Hertfordshire  fociety  i 

A.  Yes. 

j|.  Is  that  the  letter  ?  (Jbewing  it  to  him.) 

A.   1  es. 

iP.  *  Was  it  read  to  the  fociety  ? 

A.  Yes,  dated  O&obe/  the  ift,  1792. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
*  Royfton,  October  ift,  1792." 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  That  letter  is  not  in  evidence. 

Mr.*  Erskine.  I  thought  it  was ;  but  I  will  not  give  up  mjr 
right  to  read  it.     I  will  argue  it  by  and  by. 

Crofs  .examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  General* 

JK  That  letter  you  carried  to  Mr.  Grey  to  fign  ? 
.  •  1  es. 

JK  It  was  figned  ? 
^  Yes. 
J9.  Did  you  fend  that  letter  by  poft  to  Afhton  ? 
A.  I  did. 

J9.  Did  you  know  Afhton  ? 
A  Not  then  perfonally. 
J9.  Do  you  know  what  Afhton  is-? 
A.  Yes }  a  tanner. 

What  is  he  now  ?  ' 

I  believe  the  fame. 
j|>.  It  is  directed  Samuel  Afliton,  £fq. — that,  I  fuppofe,  was 
a  thought  of  your  own  ? 
J.  No. 

t,  Samuel  Afhton,  Efq.  ? 


fBy  whofe  direction  did  you  addrefs  it, 
By  the  direction  of  the  committee. 


Did  any  of  them  know  his  fituation  in  life  ? 

I' believe  none  of  them  knew  his  fituation  at  that  time. 

J|>.  You  told  us  when  you  were  here  the  other  day,  you  did  not 
know  Mr.  Hardy  had  been  an  afTociated  member  of  the  Conftitu- 
tionol  Society ;  now  I  afk  you,  your  letter  being  dated  the  24th 
of  May,  do  you  know  that  the  fame  Afhton,  upon  the  26th  of  the 
fame  May,  which  is  later  than  the  24th,  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Con- 
stitutional Society,  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  ftating,  that  they 
had  received  your  moderate  letter,  a  letter  of  the  Friends  of  the 
People ;  and  ftating  to  that  fociety,  that  as  your  principles  were 
not  according  to  the  Rights  of  Man,  the  Sheffield  fociety  would 
have  nothing  to  do  with  you,  except  fo  far  as  the  Conftitutional 
Society  would  afterwards  permit  ? 

A.  1  never  heard  of  that  letter  before. 

S.  Have  you  had  any  communication  with  Afhtoo  fince  t 

A.  About  a  twelvemonth  ago  he  was  in  town,  or  rather  lefe, 
and  called  upon  me. 

J&  Afhort 
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^  A  fliort  time  previous  to  this,  I  think  about  the  27th  of 
March,  your  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  had  exprefled 
their  reafon  for  having  nothing  to  do  with  the  Conftitutional  So- 
ciety, and  had  dated  to  them  that  they  would  have  no  more  cor- 
respondence with  them  ? 

A-  No,  it  was  about  the  beginning  of  May. 

J^.  It  was  before  this  letter  of  yours  to  Sheffield  ? 

A*  Yes.  \ 

Jf>.  Did  you  ever  know  that  Mr.  Afhton  had  any  communica- 
tion with  the  Conftitutional  Society  I 

A.  No,  I  cannot  fay. 

J^.  Did  you  know  that  twelve  members  of  that  very  Sheffield 
fociety,  to  which  vou  had  been  writing,  were  aflbciated  with 
the  Conftitutional  Society,  whofe  correipondence  you  had  before 
rejected  ? 

A.  I  cannot  fay.  I  believe  I  might  have  read  it  in  the  newf- 
paper. 

£K  Do  you  mean  to  fay,  Mr.  Stuart,  that  at  the  time  you  per- 
mitted this  letter  to  go  from  the  Friends  of  the  People  to  Shef- 
field, tliat  you  knew  that  the  Sheffield  fociety  had  twelve  mem- 
bers aflbciated  with  that  Conftitutional  Society  with  whom  your 
fociety  had  refufed  to  correfporid  ? 

A.  At  the  time  of  fending  that  anfwer  I  do  not  think  I  did ;  I 
fcelieve  I  heard  it  afterwards.  *  -  » 

4J.  I  do  not  mean  to  infinuate  that  you  did,  I  do  not  believe 
that.  You  have  heard  my  learned  friend  read  a  great  many  re- 
fpeftable  names — how  many  of  thefe  Gentlemen  may  have 
quitted  your  fociety  ? 

A.  Perhaps  about  a  dozen. 

Mr.  Erskine.  And  he  can  tell  you  how  many  have  been  added 
too. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Your  fociety  received  this  letter  of  the 
14th  from  Sheffield,  as  a  proof  of  their  moderation  ? 

A.  Yes. 

fAnd  you  received  it  accordingly  ? 
Yes. 
21*  And  you  know  nothing  of  the  letter  I  have  been  ftating  ? 
*    A  I  do  not. 

4£.  And  did  not  know  at  that  time  of  this  aflbciation  of  twelve 
of  their  members  with  the  Conftitutional  Society  ? 
A.  I  did  not. 

$K  You  were  going  to  ftate  that  fome  Gentlemen  left  your 
fociety  about  this  time  ?   . 

A.  Yes ;  ^five  Gentlemen  left  the  fociety  at  once,  concerning 
which  a  letter  is  printed. 

J^.  Have  you  had  any  curiofity  to  read  over  the  names  of  thcfe 
refpe&able  Gentlemen  whofe  names  are  printed  at  the  end  of 
this  declaration  1 

A.  Yes, 
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A.  Yes. 

J^  Can  you  inform  me  how  many  of  thefe  Gentlemen  were, 
&&  continue  to  be,  members  of  that  Conftitutional  Society^ 
whofe  correfpondence  you  had  reje&ed  ? 

A.  I  can  only  by  hearfay.    I  believe  Mr.  Mooring  is,  but  he 
has  left  the  Friends  of  the  People, 
\  Dr.  Towers  f 
r«   \  es*  x 

\  Mr.  Cartwright  ? 
'Yes. 


J9.  Mr.  Batley  i 
3*  I  do 


not  know  that  he  is* 
K  Mr.  Thompfon  ? 
K  Yes. 

K  Mr.  Sheridan  ? 
Yes. 

Mr.  Wharton  ? 
Yes. 
'.  Mr.  Sharpe  ? 

r  I  do  not  know  that  he  is  a  member  of  the  Conftitutional 
Society. 

Mr.  Er shine.  I  know  there  are  fome  of  them »  I  know  the  fail 
myfelf, 
'Mr.  Attorney  General,  That  is  enough* 
J^J.  When  did  Mr,  Wharton  become  a  member  of  your  fo- 
ciety  ? 

A  I  believe  he  was  a  member  before  I  had  any  thing  to  do 
with  it. 

4>.  I  prefume  you  always  enquired  who  the  perfons  were  you 
addrefTed  your  letters  to  before  you  wrote  to  them  I 
A*  Yes. 
K  Is  Lord  Daer  a  member  of  your  fociety  ? 
"*  Yes,  he  is. 

jj>.  I  underftand  you  to  fay  there  was  an  anfwer  from  Sheffield 
to  your  letter  of  the  24th  ot  May  ? 
Ar  Yes* 
K  From  the  fame  Afhton  ? 
Yes, 

«£>.  In  as  moderate  terms  as  the  letter  you  have  inferted  in  the 
book? 

A,  Yes,  approving  of  the  letter  we  had  fent. 
j^.  Do  vou  remember  whether  that  letter  was  dated  before  or 
*fter  the  10th? 

A.  It  is  impoflible  it  could  be  before,  becaufe  the  anfwer  was 
wrote  upon  the  24th. 

Mr.  Erskine.  Then  I  am  to  underftand  that  this  letter  was 
in  moderate  tenps,  which  mufl  have  been  later  than  the  26th  ? 
A*  Yes, 
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J§>.  You  have  been  aiked,  whether  Lord  Selkirk's  eldeft  loi^ 
Lorn  Daer  is  a  member  of  die  Friends  of  the  People  ? 

A.  Yes,  certainly  he  is. 

j^.  Did  not  every  body  know  that  Lord  Daer  had  been  in  the 
Britifh  Convention  at  Edinburgh  ? 

ytf.'Yes. 

J|>:  Every  Gentleman  in  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the 
People  knew  and  know  that  Lord  Daer  was  a  delegate  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  believe  fo  from  the  public  papers. 

j£.  You  knew  it— -does  he  remain  ftill  a  member  of  the. 
Friends  of  the  People  ? 

A.  He  does. 

$>.  Have  you  any  reafon  to  queftion  his  conduft  upon  that 
occasion  ? 

A.  None  at  all. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Did  your  fociety  know  what  had  been 
the  proceedings  of  the  Britifh  Convention  ? 

A.  They  knew  from  the  public  papers,  I  believe ;  nothing 
farther. 

4J.  I  obferve  that  you  faid  the  anfwer  to  that  letter  mult  be 
later  than  the  26th  ? 

A.  Yes ;  becaufe  it  was  a  reply  to  ths  anfwer  of  Mr.  Grey** 
letter  dated  on  the  04th ;  and  it  would  take  two  days  to  get  an 
anfwer. 

J§>.  Then  an  anfwer  might  have  been  returned  on  the  26th. 
Did  vou  ever  know  a  man  change  from  a  moderate  man  to  a 
republican  by  the  return  of  the  poft  ? 

Mr.  Attorney  General  Did  you  ever  know  a  man  change  to  a 
republican  in  the  courfe  of  the  fame  poft  ? 

Lord  Prejident.  The  obfervations  in  this  caufe  have  been  upoi* 
a  much  larger  fcale  than  ufual. 
William  Dewsnap  fworn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Erskine, 

fWhat  are  yoa  by  trade  ? 
A  razor  maker.    % 
i£.  Was  you  a  member  of  the  fociety  at  Sheffield  ? 
A.  Yes,  from  very  near  the  firft  tb  the  faft. 
Did  you  attend  pretty  regular  in  general  t 

£>.  What  was  your  objeft  in  becoming  firft,  and  afterward* 
continuing  to  be  a  member  of  that  fociety  r 

A.  The  objeft  that  I  had  in  view  was  a  reformation  in  the 
Commons  Houfe  of  Parliament. 

^.  By  what  means  did  you  feek  to  obtain  that  reform,  by  the 
aflbciations  that  had  taken  place  at  that  time  ? 

A.  By  petitioning  the  Houfe  of  Pailiament. 

J^J.  Why  did  you  expeft  that  petitioning,  and  havirg  aflbcia- 
tions, and  delegates  from  thofe  aiTociations,  would  be  mors  fuc- 
ec&ful  than  the  ordinary  way  of  petitioning  i  ' 

A  It 
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A.  It  was  to  be  upon  the  plan  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond;  that 
Vras  the  idea  I  formed  upon  the  bufinefs. 

4J.  From  what  you  heard  pafs,  and  from  the  general  proceedings 
of  the  fociety,  had  you  any  reafon  to  believe  that  the  objeft  of  the 
fociety  in  general,  or  have  you  now  reafon  to  believe  their  objeS 
was  different  from  your  own  ? 

A.  From  the  knowledge  I  had  of  the  fociety,  I  believe  they 
had  but  one  object  in  view,  which  was  the  fame  I  had, 

J^.  You  recollect,  no  doubt,  Mr.  Dewfiiap,  the  obligation 
under  which  you  fpeak,  that  youvare  fworg  to  fpeak  the  truth  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Six  Then  recollefting  the  fan&ion  under  which  you  fpeak,  you 
declare  folemnly,  that  to  be  your  belief;  that  that  was  the  genera) 
object  of  your  fociety  ? 

A.  Yes. 

J^.  If  there  had  been  any  idea  tfo  fubvert  the  government,  (as 
to  touching  the  King's  lire,  it  is  indecent  to  ftate  it  to  your 
but  to  fubvert  the  government,)  would  you  have  belonged  to 
this  fociety  ? 

A.  No.  , 

Q  If  you  had  obferved  that  Was  the  object  of  the  fociety,  would 
you  have  continued  in  it  ?" 

A.  No,  I  (hould  immediately  have  withdrawn  from  them. 

£&  If  you  had  difcovered— I  am  not  talking  of  your  own 
internal  ideas  ;  not  what  one  intemperate  man  might  do- — but  if 
you  had  difcovered  from  the  general  objcfts  of  that  fociety,  that 
its  intention  was  mifchievous,  and  to  accomplilh  this  purpofe  by 
force,  would  you  have  continued  in  it  ? 

A.  No ;  I  mould  have  immediately  withdrawn  from  it,  if  I  had 
obferved  any  thing  that  could  lead  .me  to  believe  any  fuch  thing 
was  intended  to  be  effe&ed  by  force. 

J^.  Was  you  in  the  fociety  when  the  delegate  was  fent  to  tHe 
Convention  in  Scotland  ? 

A*  I  was. 

j|j.  What  did  you  underftand  the  delegate  was  lent  there  for, 
reprefenting  your  fociety  as  a  delegate  in  Scotland  ? 

A.  I  underftood,  that  they  were  to  aflbciate  together  in  order 
to  inform  the  minds  of  the  people,  and  draw  up  fuch  papers  to 
be  reprefented  to  government  as  they  thought  moft  conductive  to 
bring  about  a  reform  in  the  Commons  Houfe  of  Parliament. 

J^.  When  Mr.  Brown  was  fent  to  Edinburgh,  was  he  autho- 
rized to  proceed  in  any  way  but  by  the  fame  conftitutional  objefts 
the  fociety  itfelf  had  in  view  ? 

A*  No ;  he  had  no  authority  to  do  any  thing  but  what  the  fiv 
ciety  had  always  done. 

4J.  Do  you  remember  at  any  time  any  alarm  fpread  in  your 
fociety  on  the  fubje&  ? 

A.  I  cannot  juitly  mention  the  moment;  not  long  ago. 
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J^.   >3tot  long  ago,  do  you  remember  a  hand-bill? 
A?  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  hand-bill. 
i|J*   Do  you  remember  any  infults  being  offered  to  any  of  the 
fociety  ? 

ji.  I  have  feen  people  frequently  affembled  together  and  heard 
them  threaten  to  aflault  and  infult  the  fociety,  and  from  inflam- 
matory letters  that  were  published  in  the  feveral  papers  by  one 
RufleL,  that  very  much  alarmed  the  people  of  the  fociety  at 
Sheffield. 

K  Did  you  ever  hear  any  thing  of  pikes  ? 
f  I  tun  almoft  a  ftranger  to  the  pike  bufinefe  j  I  have  heard 
of  it. 

9.  Had  it  been  the,ohje&  of  the  fociety  in  general  to  arm* 
muff  you  not  have  known  it  ?  ,      ' 

A.  I  muft,  certainly. 

j|>.  Was  it  ever  propofed  in  the  committee,  or  from  the  com- 
mittee to  the  fociety*  or  ever  mentioned  in  the  fociety,  that  you 
(hould  have  arms  for  your  defence  againft  the  government  of  the 
country  ? 

A.  No ;  it  was  a  queftion  that  was  never  agitated  in  the  com- 
mittee. 
JP.  Or  in  the  fociety  > 
Jfi  Nor  in  the  fociety. 

i^.  Till  thefe  people  were  taken  up,  and  this  unhappy  bufinefs 
which  detains  us  here  originated ;  I  afk  you,  as  an  honeft  man,  if 
you  ever  heard  of  fuch  a  thing  in  your  life  as  arming,  either  to 
refift  government  or  attack  it  ? 
A.  1  never  heard  it  either  before  or  fince. 
^.  Was- there  any  object  of  your  fociety  which  extended  be- 
yond the  Commons  Houfe  of  Parliament  ?  < 

A.  No,  we  had  not ;  I  had  not  for  my  own  part,  and  I  have  a 
reafonable  hope  that  nobody  elfe  had. 

4£.  Is  that  reafonable  hope  founded  upon  the  proceedings,  what 
you  law  of  them  ?  ,     - 

A.  Yes,  it  is. 
^.  Was  your  fociety  upon  the  plan  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond  ? 
Yes;  and  that  was  the  only  obje&  the  fociety  at  largQ  had 
in  view. 

Was  that  ftated  from  time  to  time  in  the  fociety  ? 
u  Yes,  frequently;  and  they  publiflied  the  letter  of  the  Duke 
of  Richmond  to* Colonel  Sharman. 

j^  What  was  the  reafon  of  your  fociety  circulating  this 
Utter? 

A.  For  the  fole  purpofe  of  informing  the  fociety  at  large  of 
the  principles  upon  which  they  intended  to  go, 

^  From  every  thing  you  know  of  the  fociety  of  your  own 
knowledge,  did  they  appear  to  you  to  adhere  to  that  onieft  ? 

^.  Ye%  ftriaiy/    W  '  ' " 

Voi.II.  N-n  Croft 
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Crifs-exafitin&d  by  Mr.  l^AW. 
You  have  lard  that  it  was  your  ob}«<ft 'to  obtain  ft  rdfoftn  by 
•petffionirig  'Parliament  ? 

A.  Yes. 

§.  Was  k  yodr  object  all  along  to  obtain  a  Jefartfl  though 
-ffle  medium  <tf  yarliament  ? 
.  Jf.  ft « was. 

f£.  flow  long  have  yoti  continued  a  mernber  of  flfcte'foditfty  up 
to  the  prefent  time  ? 

A.  Between  two  and  three  years. 

2*.  Was  you  at  a'tneetmg  at'theCal^ 

A.  I  was. 

^.  Was  not'the  purpofe  of  pethidnhtg  Parliaftieftt  fetpre&ly 
negatived  in  that  meeting  ? 

A.  It  was. 

-J^.  ©o  not  you  fcnow  tfiat,  by  contrivance,  fte  propdfitkm 
•was  fortnight  forward  for  the  purpofe  oFbringitig  a  fiegarivc? 

A.  I  Hvas  n6t  inVfttuation  to  hear  what  pafled;  there  was* 
very  large  concourfe  of  people,  that  I  could  not  get  near. 

"&  Ytnrheard  thetjuelKon  put  ? 

A.  I  cannot  fay  that  I  did ;  I  was  at  a  great  diftance,  aitd'tbere 
was  a  large  concourfe  of  people., 

jg.  Did  not  you  read  the  proceedings  afterwards ^ in  Mr.  Gales' 
Jiaper? 

A.  I  might  fee  it,  but'I  recoHeS  very  Kttle  of  it. 

■&.  Whatever  queftion-was  put,  was  it  negatived  -or  jwss  it 
not  7 

A.  I  believe  it  was. 

JP.  Were  there  any  voices  that  you  heard  in  the  affirmative  ? 

A  I  do  not  know  that  there -were. 

ji^.  Did  you,  knowing  drat  the  queftion  that' was  about  to  be 
put,  had  been  negatived,  and  it  being  your  object  Co  obtain  a 
'  reform  through  the  medium  of  Parliament,  did  you  withdraw 
yourfelf  from  that  fociety  ? 

A.  No. 

]§>.  Dp  you  know  6f  any  (Ingle  individual,  in  oofrfequence  of 
that  vote,  having  left  the  fociety  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  a  Angle  individual. 

jg.  Do  you  know  if  the  proceedings  of  the  BritiflfConvention 
.  fHfere  not  approved  of  by  your  fociety  ? 

A.  That  is  a  matter  that  I  cannot  (peak  to. 

j^.  Was  not  there  a' vote  of  approbation  in  your  fociety  of  the 
proceedings  of  that  Convention  r 

A*  I  have  fome  recollection  of  it, 

£K  Did  you,  before  the  meeting,  know  either  from  Mr. 
Broomhead  or  Mr.  Carnage,  that  the  queftion  for  another  appli- 
cation to  Parliament,  which,  was  put  upon  the  Ccftle  Hill,  in 

April, 
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April*  1704,  was  meant  to.  be  put  ftr  the  f  urpofe  of  being 
negatived' 

-//.  No,  I  did  not ;  and  I  had  a  perfonal  a>rrefpondence  with  - 
Mr.  Broombead  in  the  neighbourhood  foe  12  or  $4  years. 

J^  Do  you  believe  it  was  ox  not  put  for  the  purpofe  of  beiflg 
negatived  r 

A.  I  do  not  know;  it  is  a  matter  I  cannot  fpeak;  to. 

Q   However,    no   one,    in  confequence  of  that,   withdrew 
ttn£l» 

^/.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

jp.  Do  you  know  who  is  the  author  of  the  paper  called  the 
Patriot?  - 

A.  No,  I  cannot  (peak  to  that. 

j^.  Do  you  know  one  Mr.  Brown,  the  delegate  to  the  Con- 
vention? 

A.  Yes,  I  do. 

\  Was  he  the  editor  of  it  ? 
I  don't  know;  I  cannot  fay. 

&  Did  you  ever  fpeak  to  Mr.  Brown  upon  that  fubje£  ? 

A.  No. 
.  JP.  After  you  had  read  it  in  Mr.  Gales'  paper  that  that  qucftion 
had  been  negatived,  did  you  conceive  after  that,  that  it  was  ftilt 
meant  to  be  obtained  by  the  medium  of  petitioning  Parliament  ? 

A.  It  was  faid,  that  they  meant  to  petition  his  Majefty, 

5.  Was  that  queftion  ever  put  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  it  was. 

Q  You  fay  you  had  heard  nothing  of  arming  ? 

A,  No. 
>.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Yorke  or  Redhead  ? 

.  I  have  feen  him  in  Sheffield,  but  I  never  fpoke,  to  him  in 

my  life. 

J£.  Do  you  know  Mr,  Davifon  ? 

A.  No ;  to  my  knowledge  I  never  faw  him. 

Q  Did  you  ever  hear  of  fuch  a  thing  as  a  pike  being  j>re-« 
pared  or  ordered  under  the  dire&ion  of  Mr.  Yorke  ? 

A.  I  never  did;  the  firft  I  ever  heard  of  it  was,  that  Mr. 
Davifon  had  wrote  a  letter  to  Thomas  Hardy,  of  Lojadoft* 

Jp.  When  did  you  hear  that  ?  T 

A.  After  Thomas  Hardy  had  been  taken  up. 

Q  Had  you  ever  heard  any  proposition  for  defending  your- 
i'lvcs  againit  what  you  have  called  the  oppofition  party  i 

A.  Yesi 

J^.  When  was  that? 

,.  A  The  time  I  cannot  juftly  recoiled;  but  I  never  heard  It  in 
the  fociety. 

JjJ.  Aid  you  ever  bear  any  proportion  to  apply  to  government 
or  the  magiftracy  againft  that  oppofition  ? 

A.  I  do  notlcnow  that  I  did. , 

N  n  2  Mr. 
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Mr.  Erskine.  If  there  had  been  any  propofition,  much  more  if 
there  had  been  any  preparation  for  iiich  arming,  muft  you  not 
have  heard  it  ? 

A.  Yes ;  and  if  the  idea  of  arming  had  been  general,  there 
would  no  doubt  have  been  a  large  number  of  pikes  ordered. 

4>.  At  the  time  this  petition  was  negatived,  the  delegates  had 
not  been  Tent,  had  they  ? 
A,  Not  to  Scotland. 

J^  Was  the  petition  that  was  negatived)  a  petition  from  the 
people  of  Sheffield,  or  the  delegates  ? 
A*  The  people  of  Sheffield. 

j^.   But  was  it  ever  voted  that  the  delegates    Ihould  not 
petition  ? 
A.  I  do  nipt  know  that  the  queftion  was  ever  put. 
Mr.  Law.  Look  at  that  letter,  and  tell  us  if  that  is  Mr.  Al- 
ton's hand-writing  ?  Are  you  acquainted  with  his  hand- writing  ? 
A*  No,  not  very  well. 

££2  How  many  hundred  times  have  you  feen  him  write  ?  Hare 
you  not  feen  him  write  very  frequently  ? 

A.  Not  fix  times  in  my  life. 
•  4L-  Do  you  believe  it  to  be,  or  not  to  be,  his  'writing  ?  You 
muff  have  a  belief -either  one  way  or  the  other  ? 

A  I  cannot  fay  I  believe  that  it  is,  or  that  it  is  not. 
Can  you  form  no  judgement  upon  it  ? 
I  cannot. 

Do  you  know  where  Mr.  Afliton  is  at  prefent  ? 
Somewhere  in  the  country,  I  know  not  where. 
4J.  Where  Was  he  when  you  heard  of  him  laft  ? 
A.  In  London. 

Edward  Smith  [worn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Erskine. 
j^.  Where  do  you  live  ? 
A.  In  Sheffield. 
Jf\  What  is  your  trade  i 
A.  A  cutler. 

j5>.  Was  you  a  member  of  this  fociety  ? 
Z  Yes.  r  ■ 

Hd^r  long  have  you  been  a  member  ? 
Ever  fince  1791. 

Up  to  the  time  that  thefe  people  were  taken  up  ? 
Yes. 

What  was  your  object  in  being  a  member  ?  t 

To  obtain  a  parliamentary  reform. 
Jp.  What  do  you  mean  by  a  parliamentary  reform  ? 
A.  Upon  the  fame  plan  with  die  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Mr. 
Pitt. 

J^;  Had  you  any  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  Letters  toCoL 

Sharman  ? 

A.  Yes, 
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£>.  Is  that  one  of  them  ?  (Jhewing  it  him.) 

Al~  Yes,  it  is. 

i§>.  From  every  thing  yoi*colle&ed  in  the  fociety,  was  that 
their  obje&?  v 

A.   It  was. 

It  was  read  in  the  fociety  frequently  ? 

Yes,  at  times.  ' 

'  £%/  Do  you  remember  this,  (reads)  "  Another  fuhjeft  of  ap- 

prehenfion  is,  that  the  principles  of  allowing  to  every  man  an 

equal  right  to  vote,  tends  to  equality,  in  other  refpe£ts,  and  to 

level  property.     To  me,  (that  is,  to  the  Duke  of  Richmond,) 

it  feems  to  have  a  direft  contrary  tendency.     The  equal  rights 

of  men  to  fecurity  from  oppreffion,  and  to  the  enjoyment  of  life 

and  liberty,  ftrikes  me  asperfe&ly  compatible  with  their  unequal 

(hares  of  induftfy,  labour,  and  genius,  which  are  the  origin  of 

inequality  of  fortunes;  the  equality  and  inequality  of  men  are 

both  founded  in  nature,  and  whilft  we  do  not  confound  the  two, 

and  only  fupport  her  eftablifhments,   we  cannot  err." «  When 

you  talked  of  the  rights  of  man  in  your  fociety,  what  did  you 

underftand  by  it  yourfelf  ? 

A.   An  equal  reprefentation  in  Parliament. 

Jf>.  Did  you  mean  any  thing  conne&ed  with  France  ? 

>■*     XT 

A.  iNo. 

£K  Or  did  you  mean  what  you  have  juft  now  ftated,  equal 
reprefentation  r 

A.    Equal  reprefentation  of  this  country  in  the  Parliament 
Houfe  of  Commons. 

jj£.   If  you  had  obferved  in  attending  upon  the  fociety,  that 
other  people's  obje£ts  were  different  from  thofe  which  you  have 
exprefled,  would  you  have  continued  in  it? 
A.  Not  a  day. 

jP.  If  you  had  not  clearly  difcovered  it,  only  had  reafon  to  fufpeft  ? 
A.  I  never  heard  any  thing  to  the  contrary  in  the  fociety,  as  a 
body/ 

%K  Was  there  ever  any  thing  in  the  fociety,  as  a  body,  that 
led  you  to  think  they  meant  to  attack  the  dignity  of  the  Houfe 
of  Lords,  or  the  Crown  ? 

A.  Not  at  all ;  much  the  other  way. 

ilj.  Did  you  ever  hear  in  the  fociety  any  refolutjpn  concern* 
ing  the  Houfe  of  Lords  ? 

A,  Never,  to  touch  the  dignity  of  the  Houfe;  the  plan  we 
meant  to  go  by  was  the  fame  as  in  1688. 
ilj.  What  do  you  mean  by  1688  ? 

A*  The  glorious  a£ts  we  obtained  by  the  Revolution  in  1688. 
J§J.  Was  there  ever  any  idea  that  it  was  to  be  accomplished  by 
force  ? 

4'  Never  by  us,  as  a  body, 

&  Did  you  ever  Jiear,  not  merely  by  your  fociety,  but  by 

yours 
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yours  and  other  focifeties,  any  dottfrminafcKMi  tbftt  tbifr  object 
to  be  carried  by  force  of  arms  r 

A  NeVer. 

.9.  When  was  it  that  you  did  hear  of  arms  in  Sheffield  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  arms  named  till  papers  were  thrown  abotit 
the  ftrect,  and  pub  lifted  tit  the  Cottrant,  Calling  ufbifc  the  people 
of  Sheffield  to  fraiid  forth  and  deftroy  people  ©5  at  different  per- 
fcofion  from  flicmfelves :  iigned*  G.  Ruflfelv  of  Bradford 

~K  Did  that  create  any  alarm  in  any  of  the  member*  ? 
"  Yes*  I  cannot  fell  every  rivcuv&ance  particularly.  Fk- 
tfuantljs  when  there  was  any  kind  of  rejpicing,  any-good  news 
from  the  Continent,  it  was  the  praAice  of  the  oppoatioa  party 
to*  come  and  fire  pittols  into  the  windows  of  die  democrats  i  they 
Have  even*  fired  into  my  window  when  I  have  been  in  bed. 

if.  Had  you  done  any  thing,  or  the  fociety,  to  damp  the  joy 
that  that  good  news  might  infufe  ? 

A.  Nothing  at  all. 

j£  Had  the  fociety  met  to  diftorb  them  in  any  thing  they  chofe 
to  do  in  confequence  of  the  vi&ory  I 

A.  No, 

Did  you  give  any  offence  of  any  kind  to  them  ? 
No. 

^'  And  notwithstanding  this,  did  this  fociety  ever  regularly 
*rm  themfeives  i 

J.  No. 

J§>.  Was  there  any  proposition  that  th*y  ftiouid  arm  them- 
feives toreftft  the  magistracy  ? 

A.  If  it  had  been  determined,  Sheffteld  could  have  furnt&ed 
pikes  for  ia,ooo  men  in  one  day;  but  it  never  was. 
.  Q  Had  you  then,  or  have  •  you  now,  reafon  to  believe  there 
was  any  determ'«  nation  to  pwfue  fuch  means  ? 

A.  No,  nothing  but^eace  and  good  order;  that  was  always 
held  forth  in  rh'e  fbciety.     They  ufed  to  call  me  a  democrat. 

jp.  As  a  pcrfon  that  did  not  love  the  King  i 

J.  They  called  me  fo  becaufe  I  wanted  an  equal  representa- 
tion in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  •,  that  is  what  I  underftand  by  it. 

j^.  With  refpect  to  the  King,  had  you  any  wifti  to  touch  or 
affect  your  Sovereign  in  any  refpec\  fo  help  you  God  ? 

A.  No.   . 

Crofs-examinedbj  Mr.  Gaxrow* 

Q  I  fhall  not  trouble  you  with. the  queftions  my  learned 
friend  has  put  to  you,  whether  you  have  not  been  guiky  of  high 
treatbn,  and  deferved  to  be  hanged. — Thefe  papers  that  were 
thrown  about  the  ftreets  of  Sheffield,  alarmed  very  considerably 
you  who  were  called  democrats  ? 

A.  Yes. 

j^  And  made  you  think  it  neceflary  to  procure  arms  in  your 
own  defence  i 

A  Yes. 
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jf>»  How  many  people  did  arm  themfelves-  in  their  own  /de- 
fence in  confluence  of  thefe  alarms  ? 

^A  It  is  impoflible  toffay.  J  .cannot  tell  It  was  never  any 
matter  in  the  fociety.  , 

££.  But  you,  doubtkis,  procured  a  muiqitet,  and  a  bayonet, 
and  a  pike  ? 

A.  No,  Imevar  did  in  my  iUfe.  '% 

iP.  Not  a  pike  ? 

A.  No. 

$.  Neither  mufquet  nor  pifce,  upon  your  oath? 

A?  Upon  my  oath.    %  * 

\  You  continued  without  arming  yonrfetf  ? 
ri'dici;  Ifapt  mimyiottfe*. 

J^.  Winch  of -the  jpagiftrates  was  it,  -for  II  'have  fecgot  4ns 
•name,  that  you  applied  ito,  tojpre*wnt  thitfe  people  ? 

Ji.  No  magiftrate. 

J9.  H  beg  paadon,  lit  was 'the  irecBctary  of  £rate,  imsiti 

A.  No,  not  as  a  fociety. 

j^.  rfiut  whiah  of  the  magiftrateswas  it  g»u  appliod  tto  «s  an 
individual? 

A.  None;       *  * 

iS.  Nor  aiJctnctary  of  -State? 

A  No. 

4^.  Did  you<not  complain  -of  thefe  papers'? 

A.  No,  they  were  in  the  newfpapers  j  it/wasputin.theiRegif- 
ters  that  we  advttddtpeople  toorm. 

jjjj.  There  were  papers  thrown  about  the  ftreets,  defiring.the 
oppoiite  party,  eppofite  to  the-democrats,  4a  deftroy  all  the  people 
of  a  different  periuafion  i  *  . 

A.  Yes. 

^.  That  was  the  fame  paper  which  defired  people  to  -arm 
againft  domeftic  enemies  and  foreign  invafion  ? 

A.  I  cannot  fcy. 

ijj.  Upon  your  oath,  did  you  ever  fee  any  paper  diftributed  in 
Sheffield  by  the  oppofite  party,  except  that  paper  which  is  an 
invitation  to  the;  people  to  arm  againft  domeftic  enemies  and  fo- 
reign invafion  ? 

A  It  was  that  that  1  named  in  the  Courant. 

i^.  Upon  which  your  fociety  immediately  adopted  •  the  very 
words  of  it,  and  invited*  the  democrats  to  arm  for  the  protc&ion 
of  property  ? 

Mr.  Erskint.  Is  that  a  legal  queftion  ? 

Lord  Prjtfident*  It  is  r,o  queftion  at  all;  it  is  an  afiertion* 

Wttnefs.  As  far  as  they  could  do,  according  to  the  rules  of  the 
Conftitution.' 

j^.  Did  not  they  adopt  the  very  language  of  the  paper  >vhich 

you 


[    l8o    ] 

you  ftate  to  be  an  excitement  to  deftroy  people  of  the  adverfe 
party? 

A.  They  apprehended  danger. 

9.  Did  they  not  adopt  tfce  very  words  ? 

A  Similar  to  it. 
•  jjgj.  That  Gentleman  ha9  read  to  you  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
plan,  and  Mr.  Pitt's,  as  the  things  you  went  upon.     Now  be  fo 
good  as  inform  a  very  ignorant  man,  a$  I  profefs  myfelf  to  be, 
what  was  their  plan  ? 

A.  That  it  was  Co  obtain  a  more  equal  reprefentation  in  Par- 
liament, as  I  understood  the  matter* 

j?.  What  was  that  plan  f 

A.  For  every  man  to  have  his  voice* 

J^.  So  much  for  the  accuracy  of  your  definition.  That  Gen- 
tleman read  you  fomething  of  the  rights  of  man  from  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  plan ;  thofe  were  the  only  do&rines  of  the  rights 
of  man  you  ever  troubled  your  head  with  at  Sheffield.  Did  you 
ever  read  any  other  publication  about;  the  rights  of  man  ? 

J.  Sometimes. 

«9.  You  was  a  cutler;  then  of  court  you  have  a  cheap  copy 
of  Tom  Paine's  Rights  of  Man  ? 

A,  I  have  read  Paine. 

J^.  You  know  that  is  not  an*  anfwer,  becaufe  every  cutler  in 
Sheffield  had.     Had  you  one  of  the  cheap  copies  r 

A.  I  have  feen  the  beft  edition—- 1  have  feen  both.  I  never 
publifhed  them. 

J).  I  muft  have  an  anfwer.     Have  you  one  ? 
r  Yes. 

K  A  cheap  copy — was  it  made  you  a  prefent  of? 
£  I  had  it  from  a  fubfcription. 
i^:  A  fubfcription  in  the  fociety  ? 
A.  No,  from  a  few  friends. 

i£:  Upon  your  path,  how  many  friends  of  your  trade  had  the 
cheap  edition  of  the  Rights  of  Marf — did  tney  not  amount  to 
many  thousands  from  the  cutlers  alone  ? 

A*  There  were  a  great  many ;  I  cannot  fay  how  many. 
4>»  Having  read  it,  for  you  feem  to  be  an  accurate  man,  let 
me  alk  you  whether  you  confidered  that  book  a  fenfible  well- 
written  book  ? 

A.  I  thought  well  of  it. 

jj£.  Was  you  or  not  one  of  thofe  who  attended  and  paffed 
tefolutions  very  properly  'approving  of  that  book  ? 
A.  Sometimes  I  was  there,  and  fometimes  not. 
J§>.  You  mean  at.  the  fociety,  where  it  was  read  for  information 
and  in  ft  ruction  ? 

A.  It  was  feldom  or  ever  read  there,  that  I  know  o£ 
J^  But  was  it  in  the  divifxgn  meeting  ? 

A*  When 
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-A   \Vhen  a  few  friends  met  privately  in  our  own  houfes. 
^.    There  were  other  cheap  books  furnifhed  by  fubfcription, 
"were  there  not ) 

A.    I  cannot  recollect. — There  were  fome. 
i§>2   L>o  you  recollect  the  proceedings  of  the  Globe  Tavern  in 
*his  town  i 
A.   No, 

Chalk  Farm  ? 
No. 
_   You  have  feen  the  proceedings  at  the  Crown  and  An* 
chor  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  any  further  than  iri  the  public  papers. 
J?.   You  had  all  Paine's  works,  I  fuppofe,  at  leaft  ? 
A.  No. 

J^.  Was  you  one  of  thofe  who  was  prefent  at  a  meetingwhere 
there  was  a  public  refolut ion  expreffing  approbation  of  raine's 
works  ? 

jL  I  do  not  recoiled ;  I  do  not  think  I  was  there* 
Will  you  venture  to  fwear  you  was  not  ? 
I  believe  I  was  not.  « 

IF  you  had  been  there  you  would  not  have  diflented  to  it  ? 
I  don't  know  any  thing  about  that. 
£K  You  have  told  me  you  confidered  them  moft  admirable: 
things j  vou  believe  it  to  be  a  valuable  work  ? 
A.  I  do. 

^  What  do  you  take  to  be  fyis  notion  about  the  ufe  of  mo* 
narchy  in  any  ftate  ? 

A.  1  never  took  that  into  confideration  properly. 
£>.  Upon  your  oath,  do  you  not  underftand  his  plan  to  be  to 
get  rid  of  Kings  every  where,  not  only  as  ufelefs,  but  as  de- 
ftruftive  of  the  rights  of  man  ?     (  The  Jvltnefs  hefitated.) 

^.  You  are  not  afked  what  you  thought  of  it  yourfelf,  but 
Whether  Mr.  Paine  did  not  propofe  it  in  that  manner  ? 

A.  So  far  as  I  approved  of  Mr.  Paine's  works  I  agreed  with 
him. 

J^.  Upon  your  oath,  did  you  not  underftand  it  to  be  exprefsly 
Vnrktenfor  the  purpofe  of  inculcating  the  notion,  that  monarchy 
was  deftru&ive  of  all  civilized  itates,  and  the  rights  of  man,  and 
that  you  could  not  too  foon  get  rid  of  Kings  ? 

A,  That  was  never  the  intention  of  the  fociety ;  they  never 
took  that  part.  I  did  not  underftand  them  to  mean  an  approba- 
tion of  his  whole  work,  but  only  fo  far  as  refpe&ed  the  parlia- 
mentary reform..  f.     . 

%  (Reads.)  «  All  hereditary  government  is  in  its  nature  ty- 
ranny," Do  you  happen  to  know  that  the  monarchy  of  this 
country  conftitutcs  a  part  of  an  hereditary  government,  and  that 
Paine  ftates  it  as  being  interwoven,  and  in  its  very  nature  ty- 
ranny ? 

Vot.  II,  O  o  A  I  fir 
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A.  I  fuppofe  he  does,  f 

j^.  *An  heritable  Crown/' — you  are' politician  enough  to 
know  the  Grown  of  Britain  is. an  heritable  Crown  ? 

A*  Yes,  1  believe  it  is. 

$.  And  the  throne  of  Great  Britain  an  heritable  throne  too  ? 

A.'  Yes.. 

i|J.  (Reads.)  cc  An  heritable  Crown,  or  an  heritable  Throne,  or 
by  what  other  fanciful  name  fuch  things  may  be  called,  have  no 
other  fignificant  explanation  than  that  mankind  are  heritable 
property.  To  inherit  a  government  is  to  inherit  the  people  as  if 
they  were  flocks  and  herds."  That  was  not  expunged,  I  hope, 
in  your  cheap  edition  ? 

A.  The  fociety  never  took  that  into  confideration  at  &1L 
Was  that  paflage  fairly  printed  in  your  copy  ? 
I  cannot  fay. 

Jg.  Upon  your  oath,  was  that  in  your  copy  ? 

A.  I  cannot  fay. 

J^.  Then  you  had  no  idea  of  heritable  Crowns,  or  heritable 
Thrones,  or  fanciful  things  of  that  fort  in  Paine's  book  ? 

A.  I  never  took  that  into  confideration. 

Lord  PrefidenU  You  are  not  afked  if  you  approved  of  it,  if 
you  took  it  into  confideration;  but  whether  it  was  in  the  book? 

A.  Whether  it  was  or  not,  I  cannot  fay :  it  might  be, 

Mr.  Garrow.  Is  there  any  thing  in  Paine's  book  that  had  for 
its  objedt  to  reconcile  the  people  to  the  neceflary  expence  of 
their  eftablifiiments  and  government,  to  make  them  contented 
cinder  the  weight  of  taxes  which  every  body  muft  beart  or  was 
there  any  paflage  to  reconcile  tht  people,  and  make  them  fubmil 
to  the  neceflary  burdens  of  the  ftate  ? 

A,  I  do  not  know. 
*  8±  Were  there  none  that  ftruck  vou  to  have  a  contrary  ten- 
dency, to  excite  the  people  to  be  ciiflatisfied  and  difcontented, 
that  they  were  burdenfome  and  unneceflary  ? 

A.  We  thought  they  were ;  we  thought/  it  was  our  duty  to 
apply  to  Parliament  for  redrefs. 

J^  That  is  no  anfwer.  Tell  me  if  you  recolleft  this  paflage. 
I  will  read  it  to  you.  "  It.  is  inhuman  to  talk  of  a*  million  Iter- 
ling  a  year,  paid  out  of  the  public  taxes  of  any  country,  for  the 
fupport  of  any  individual,  whilft  thoufands,  who  are  forced  to 
contribute  thereto,  are  pining  with  want,  and  struggling  with 
mifery?" 

A.  I  do.  *  # 

£K  Do  you  recoiled  this  paflage — w  Monarchy  would  not 
have  continued  fo  many  ages  in  the.  world,  had  it  not  been  for 
the  abufes  it  protq&s.  It  is  the  jnafter  fraud  which  (belters  all 
others  ?'* 

A.  Yes;  that  was  never  agitated 

%  XOM 
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i£.  You  read  that  paflage.  Did  you  cpnfider  that  as  a  ftrong^ 
argument  in  defence  of  monarchy,  or  of  its  immediate  deftruc- 
tion :  which  way  did  you  underftand  it  ? 

A.  We  did  not,  in  any  way,  mean  to  touch  on  the  laws  of 
this  country. 

J^.  Attend  to  my  queftion  and  anfwer  it  How  did  you  un7  , 
derftand  the  paflage  I  have  read  to  you,  that  u  Monarchy  would 
not  have  exifted  fo  many  ages  in  the  world,  but  for  the  abufes  it 
afforded  protection  to?"  Did  you  underftand,  that  to  be  a  re- 
commendation to  the  people  of  England  to  cultivate  the  mo- 
narchical fyftem  or  deftroy  it  ? , 

A.  I  can  only  anfwer  for  myfelf. 
~*.  How  did  you  underftana  the  author  at  that  time  ? 
.  I  underftood  he  was  advifing  fomething  pointing  out  dif- 
affe&ion  to  die  King ;  but  then  it  was  always  put  away,  and 
new  meant  to  be  adhered  to  by  any  of  us  or  the  fociety. 

Q  Upon  your  oath,  did  not  you  underftand  the  paflage  to  be 
a  recommendation  to  get  rid  of  monarchy  as  foon  as  a  pretence 
fhould  offer  ? 

A.  We  never  intended  to  do  fo. 

^p.  Did  not  you  underftand  the  author  fo  ? 

A.  Certainly ;  the  words  are  fa 

4J.  You  underftood  that  the  objeft  of  a  parliamentary  reform 
was  to  be  effected  by  petitioning,  as  the  Gentleman  put  it :  if 
the  petitions  of  individuals  would  not  do,  there  were  to  be  pe- 
titions from  a  meeting  or  a  convention  of  delegates  ? 

An  Yes. 

^.  And  you  expe&ed  your  relief  in  petitioning  Parlia- 
ment? 

A.  Yes. 

if*.  I  will  read  another  paflage.  a  The  bill  which  the  prefent 
Mr.  Pitt  brought  into  Parliament  fome  years  ago,  to  reform  Par- 
liament, was  on  the  fame  erroneous  principle.  The  right  of  re- 
form is  in  the  nation  in  its  original  chara&er ;  and  the  constitu- 
tional method  would  be  by  a  general  convention  ele&ed  for  the 
pufpofe,"  and  fo  on.  Now,  having  read  this  as  his  accoqnt  of 
a  bill  brought  into  Parliament,  to  reform  Parliament,  and  having 
ftated  that  the  nation  itfelf,  in  its  original  chara&er,  was  to  do 
it,  did  you  ftill  adhere  to  your  notion  of  petitioning  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  \ 

A.  Yes. 

jjj.  You  ftated  to  that  Gentleman,  that  you  grounded  vour- 
felve$  upon  the  glorious  advantages  obtained  by  the  Revolution  in 
1688.  You  have  doubdefs  read,  with  attention*  Paine's  ac- 
count of  thofe  advantages  ? 

A.  I  have  feen  them,  but  not  to  have  read  them  all  dircft. 

£>.  Of  courfe  you  have  heard  of  fuch  a  thing  as  the  Bill  ol 
RigKts  ? 

Op  2  A.  Yet 
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A.  Yes. 

fAnd  have  attended  to  Mr.  Paine's  account  of  it  ? 
I  have  feen  it. 

j£.  Do  you  know  that  he  calls  that  fame  Bill  of  Rights,  a  bill 
of  wrongs  and  infults  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  any  body  call  it  fo. 

$>.  But  do  not  you  Know  that  this  Mr.  Paine,  in  his  Rights  of 
Man,  fays  fo  ? 

A.  Yes. 

J^.  Now,  Sir,  I  obferve  you  made  ufe  of  thefe  expreffions 
more  than  once---that  you  never  heard  the  fociety,  as  a  body, 
propofe  to  touch  the  dignity  of  the  Houfe  .of  Lords,  nor  the 
fociety,  as  a  body,  propofe  to  interfere  at  all  with  the  monarchy? 

A.  No. 
K  Do  you  know  Mr.  Yorke  ? 
r.  I  have  feen  him. 

9.  And  heard  him,  perhaps  ? 

ZYes.  % 

5.  Private  or  public  ? 

A.  Both. 

j®.  Was  you  a  member  of  the  fecret  committee  ? 

A.  No,  I  was  not. 

fWas  you  at  the  Caftle  Hill  when  Mr.  Yorke  was  there  ? 
1  es. 
>.  Was  there  a  motion  to  petition  Parliament  ? 
u  Yes,  there  was. 
S>.  What  was  the  fate  of  it  ? 
u  It  was  moved  to  petition  the  King. 
9.  The  motibn  to  petition  Parliament  was  reje&ed  ? 
A  Yes. 

fHow  many  votes  might  there  be  to  petition  Parliament  ? 
I  do  not  know. 
jp.  Do  ^ou  not  know,  upon  your  oath,  that  there  was  not  a 
fingte  man  voted  for  it  but  the  lolitary  mover  ? 

A  I  cannot  fay ;  there  was  fuch  a  concourfe  that  I  could  not 
get  near. 

J\  How  were  the  votes  taken  ? 
T  By  holdii>g~up  of  hands. 
S%.  Did  yon  fee  any  hand  but  the  ^mover's  held  up  for  the  pe- 
tition ? 

A.  I  cannot  fay. 

<$.  Was  you  prefent  upon  the  oftier  hill,  at  the  celebration  of 
thefeft? 
A.  Yes. 
K  How  many  thoufands  of  you  might  be  there  on  that  day  ?  . 
f  May  be  two  thoufand. 

).  You  was  one  who  joined  in  all  the  ceremonies  of  that  day  ? 
I  I  was,  or  a  looker  on* 


f  285  ] 

^.  Be  fo  good  as  tell  rae,  when  was  It  that  vour  fociety  at 
Sheffield,  your  orderly  and  peaceable  fociety,  firft  addrefTed  the 
National  Convention  of  France,  as  a  National  Convention  i 

A.  Never,  to  my  knowledge. 

J>*  You  never  heard  of  fuch  a  thing  ? 
.  Never. 
£K  You  did  not  know  that  Sheffield  had  fent  any  addrefs  to 
France  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not 

Q  Did  you  fee  the  proceedings  at  the  Caftle  Hill  printed  af- 
terwards, with  Mr.  Yorke's  fpeech  i 
A.  •  Yes*  but  I  never  read  them. 

There  were  great  numbers  diftributed  ? 
They  were  to  be  bought 
4J.  You  was  not  in  the  fecret,  that  the  motion  to  petition  Par- 
liament was  made  on  purpofe  that  it  might  be  negatived  ? 
A.  No,  I  was  not  concerned  in  it  at  all. 
^  The  petition  to  the  King  was  for  the  abolition  of  the  Slave 
Trade  i 
A.  Yes.  " 

And  a  long  lift  of  grievances  ? 
Yes. 
Mr.  Erskine.  It  was  only  a  petition  from  Sheffield  ? 
iNo. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  now  propofe  to  read  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
letter  to  Colonel  Sharman ;  and  in  order  to  do  it,  I  mean  firft  to 
call  his  Grace,  who  is,  I  believe,  attending. 
His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Richmond  Jivorn. — Examined  by  Mr. 

Erskine* 
Q  Your  Grace  will  underftand  it  is  the  forms  of  Court  make 
us  infift  upon  that  folemnity.  You  will  give  me  leave  to  afk  you 
|,  a  few  queftions.  I  have  troubled  your  Grace  to  attend,  to  in- 
form the  Court,  whether  this  letter,  which  in  the  courfe  of  the 
evidence  has  been  proved  to  have  been  read  in  the  fociety  at  Shef- 
field, as  written  by  your  Grace,  was  fo  or  not  ? 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  fubmit  to  your  Lordfhip,  that  hiy 
[learned  friend  fliould  be  obliged  to  afk  his  queftion  without 
[feting  why  he  afks  it. 

Lord  President.  I  take  it  you  call  the  Duke  of  Richmond  to 

f  if  it  is  his  letter  to  Colonel  Sharman  ->  becaufe  what  has  pafled 

rith  refped  to  it  elfewhere  he  could  have  nothing  to  do  with* 

Bute  of  Richmond.  It  is  extremely  difficult  for  me  to  fay  whe- 

>er  the  paper  put  into  my  hand  is  precifcly  the  letter  I  did  write 

Colonel  Sharman  or  not,  becaufe  I  have  reafon  to  think  I  re- 

>Heft  that  there  is  a  printed  edition  of  that  letter  which  was 

putilated  9  therefore,  whether  that  is  the  exaft  copy  or  not*  I 

paot  fey,  ' 

1  Mr, 
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Mr.  Erst  he.  Does  your  Grace  think,  that  by  crafting  your  eye 
<*rer  it  with  attention,  you  fliould  be  able  to  anfwer  that  ques- 
tion ? 

A  I  think  I  can  cut  the  matter  fhort  by  giving  Mr.  Erfkine 
to  read  a  copy  which  is  not  mutilated. 

Mr*  Attorney  General.  The  more  regular  way  would  be  to  read 
that  copy  of  tne  letter  which  the  witnefs  looked  at,  and  the  other 
copy  which  his  Grace  has  produced,  overlook;  it  will  be  th? 
better  way-  * 

(Rrad  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
m  A  Letter  from  his  Grace  the  Duke  of  Richmond  to  Lieutenant- 
Colonel  Shannon. 
'     «  Sir, 

«  I  have  been  honour :d  with  a  letter  from  Belfaft,  dated  the 
iqrh  of  July  Iaft,  written  in  the  name  of  the  Committee  of  Cor- 
jefpondence,  appointed  by  the  delegates  of  forty-five  Volunteer 
Corps,  aflernbled  at  Lifburn  on  the  firft  of  the  fame  month,  for 
taking  preparatory  fteps  to  forward  their  intentions  on  the  fu-bje& 
of  a  more  equal  representation  of  the  People  in  Parliament,  and 
figned  by  their  fecretary,  Henry  Joy,  jun.  E(q. 

u  In  this  letter,  after  (hewing  the  corrupt  ftate  of  the  Boroughs 
in  Ireland,  the  general  opinion  of  the  people  that  the  Conftitution 
cm  be  reftored  to  its  ancient  purity  and  vigour  by  no  other  means 
than  a  parliamentary  reform,  and  informing  me  of  the  fteps 
which  have  been  tak?n  and  are  taking  by  the  Volunteers,  in  de- 
termining to*  procure  this  defirable  object,  the  Committee  is 
pleafed  to  requeft  my  fentiments  and  advice  as  to  the  beft,  moft 
eligible,  and  moft  practicable  mode  of  deftroying,  reft  raining, 
or  counteracting  this  hydra  of  corruption,  Borough  Influence,  in 
order  to  lay  my  opinion  before  the  provincial  ailembly  of  dele- 
gates, which  is  to  fee  he]d  at  Dungannpa  on  the  8th  of  September 
next. 

a  This  grea|  mark  of  confidence,  from  Gentlemen  in  whom 
f>  much  truft  is  placed,  does  pie  great  honour :  for  as  I  have  not 
the  pleafure  of  being  perfonally  known  ta  any  of  tfrem,  I  can 
owe  jt  but  i°  the  favourable  opinion  they  are  pleafed  to  entertain 
of  my  conftant  and  zealous  endeavours  in  the  public  feryice.. 

M  i  am  fenlible,  that  the.  only  proper  return  I  can  make-  for 
this  honourable  diftin&ion,  is  to  obey  their  commands  in  the  beft 
manner  I  am  able ;  fox  although  my  insufficiency  for  fo  arduous  a, 
tafk  would  afford  me  but  too  good  an  excufe  for  declining  it, 
yet  I  feel  it  would  be  in  confident  with  my  ideas  of  the  obligation 
every  man  is  under  to  ferve  the  public  as  well  as  he'  can,  if  I 
was  to  refute  giving  my  opinions,  fuch  as  they  are,  when  thus 
Called  upon  by  a  refpedfcible  body  of  Geixtlemep. 

u  Belides  my  inability,  I  have  to  regret  the  want  of  tune  ta 
colic  a  and  arrange  my  thoughts  in  fuch  a  manner  as  to  be  fit 

tu 
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to  appear  before  you,  and  the  neceflary  limit?  of  a  letter,  wUcfc 
will  not  2chnit  of  the  extenfive  inveftigation  which  a  fubjecl  of 
this  vaft  importance  deferves ;  for  although  I  fear  I  muft  be  long, 
I  am  fenfible  I  cannot  do  k  juftice. 

a  The  fubjeft  of  a  parliamentary  reform  is  that  which,  of  all 
others,  in  my  opinion,  moft  deferves  the  attention  of  the  public, 
as  I  conceive  it  would  include  every  other  advantage  which  a  na- 
tion can  wifli ;   and  I  have  no  hefltation  in  f  iyirg,  that  from 
every  confideration  which.  I  have  been  able  to  give  this  great 
queftion,  that  for  many  years  has  occupied  my  mind,  and  from 
every  day's  experience  to  the  prefent  hour,  I  am  more  and  more 
convinced,  that,  the  rejloring  the  right  of  voting  univerfal/y  U 
every  man,  nut  incapacitated  by  nature  for  want  of  reafon,  or  by 
law  for  the  commijjion  of  crimes,  together  with  annual  elections,  is 
the  only  reform  that  can  be  effectual  and  permanent.     I  am  fur- 
ther conv  inced  that  it  is  the  only  reform  that  is  pra&icable. 

"  All    other  plans  that  are  of  a  palliative  nature  have  been 
found  insufficient  to  intereft  and  animate  the  great  body  of  the 
people,  from  whofe  earneftnefs  alone  any  reform  can  be  expeSed. 
A  long  exclufion  from  any  (hare  in  the  legiflature  of  their  coun- 
try, has  rendered  the  great  mafs  of  the  people  indifferent  whe- 
ther the  monopoly  that  fubfifts,  continues  in  the  hands  of  a  more 
or  lefs  extended  company  ;  or  whether  it  is  divided  by  them  into 
/hares  of  fomewhat  more  or  lefs  juft  proportions.     The  public 
feels  itfelf  unconcerned  in  thefe  contefts,  except  as  to  the  oppref- 
£ons  it  endures,  and  the  exa&ions  it  fuffers,  which  it  knows 
muft  continue  fo   long  as  the  people   remain  deprived  of  all 
controul  over  their  reprefentatives.     This  indifference  of  theirs, 
when  the  lad  attempt  was  made  for  additional  county  members, 
was  ufed  by  our  opponents  as  an  argument  againft  all  reform ;  k 
was  afked  with  a  triumphant  air,  where  are  the  petitions  from  the 
inhabitants  of  Birmingham,  Manchefter,  Halifax,  and  other  great 
unrepresented  towns  ?  And  their  lilence  was  deemed  a  proof  of 
their  acquiefcence  and  fatisfa&ion  in  the  prefent  form  of  elec- 
tions I   The  truth  is,  that  the  people  have  been  fo  often  deceived, 
that  they  will  now  fcarcely  truft  any  fet  of  men ;  and  nothing  but 
felf-evident  conviction,  that  a  meafure  tends  effe&ually  to  the 
recovery  of  their  rights,  can,  or  indeed  ought,  to  intereft  them 
in  its  favour. 

"  The  lefler  reform  has  been  attempted  with  every  poffible  ad- 
vantage in  its  favour ;  not  only  from  the  zealous  fupport  of  the 
advocates  for  a  more  effectual  one,  but  from  the  affiftance  of  men 
of  great  weight,  both  in  and  oi^  of  power.  But  with  all  thefe 
temperaments  and  helps  it  has  failed.  Not  one  profelyte  has  been 
gained  from  corruption,  nor  has  the  leaft  ray  of  hope  been  held 
out  from  any  quarter,  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  was  inclined 
to  adopt  any  other  mode  ol  reform.  The  weig  tof  corruption 
has  crulhed  this  more  gentle,  at>  it  would  have  defeated  any  more 

efficacious 
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efficacious  plan  in  the  fame  circumftances*  From  that  quarter, 
therefore,  I  have  nothing  to  hope.  It  is  from  the  people 
-at  large  that  I  Expect  any  good.  And  I  am  convinced, 
that  the  only  way  to  make  them  feel  that  they  are  really  con- 
cerned in  the  buunefs,  is  to  contend  for  their  fully  clear7  and  in~ 
difputable  rights  of  univerfal  reprefentation.  I  call  them  fuch, 
not  only  from  my  own  conviction,  but  from  the  admiffion  of  the 
friends  to  the  more  moderate  plan,  who,  in  the  fecond  addrefs  of 
the  Yorkfhire  committee  to  the  people,  confefs  that  our  claims 
are  founded  on  the  true  principles  of  the  constitution,  and  only 
object  to  them  on  account  of  impracticability.  But  their  plan 
has  now  had  a  fair  trial,  and  (if  it  is  from  the  inclination  of 
Parliament  that  practicability  is  to  be  expeCted)  has  been  found 
as  impracticable  as  ours.  The  more  extenfive  plan,  at  the  fame 
time  that  its  operation  is  more  complete,  depends  on  a  more  ef- 
fectual fupport,  that  of  the  People. 

"  I  am  alfo  pe'rfuaded,  that  if  the  fcheme  for  additional 
countv  members  had  proceeded  any  further,  infinite  difficulties 
would  have  arifen  in  adj lifting  it.  Neither  the  Yorkfhire  com- 
mittee, nor  Mr.  Pitt,  have  given  the  detail  of  their  plan.  A 
juft  repartition  would  have  been  a  moft  intricate  tafk,  for  where 
different  interefts  are  feparately  reprefented,  the  proportion  is  not 
very  eafy  to  afcertain.  The  doubt  you  ftate  concerning  this 
mode  of  reform,  appears  to  me  well  founded ;  a  few  great  fami- 
lies might  divide  a  county  between  them,  and  choofe  the  members 
by  -a  houfe  lift,  like  Eaft  India  Directors.  Another  difficulty 
from  the  increafe  of  the  number  of  members,  which  might  ren- 
der the  Houfe  more  tumultuous  than  deliberate,  has  its  weight. 
But  the  greateft  objection,  iri  my  opinion,  to  this  and  to  every 
other  narrow  and  contracted  plan  of  reform,  is,  that  it  proceeds 
upon  the  fame  bad  principle  as  the  abufe  it  pretends  to  reCtify, 
it  is  ftill  partial  and  unequal ;  a  vaft  majority  of  the  community 
is  ftill  left  unreprefented;  and  its.  moft  eflential  concerns,  life, 
liberty,  and  property,  continue  in  the  abfolute  difpofal  of  thofe 
whom  they  do  not  choofe,  and  over  whom  they  have  no  con- 
trouL  In  the  arrangements  of  plans  of  this  kind,  there  is  no 
leading  principle  to  determine  that  the  addition  ought  to  be  one 
hundred,  fifty,  or  two  hundred  j  that  the  allotment  Thould  be  ac- 
cording to  the  population,  property,  or  taxes  paid  in  each 
county;  that  any  fuppofed  proportion  between  the  landed  and 
trading  intereft  is  the  juft  one,  and  that  the  divifton  of  county 
and  city  members  will  correspond  with  this  proportion  when 
found.  All  is  at  fea,  without  any  compafs  to  enable  us  to  diftifl- 
gui/h  the  Cifa  from  the  dangerous  courfe. 

w  But  in  the  more  liberal  and  great  plan  of  univerfal  repre- 
fentatfany  a  clear  and  diftinCt  principle  at  once  appears  that  can- 
not lead  us  wrong.     Not  conveniency,  but  right:  if  it  is  not  a 

axim  of  our  constitution,   that  a   British  fubjeCt   is  to  be 

governed 
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governed  only  by  laws  to  which  he  has  contented  by  himfelf  or 
His  reprefentative,  we  fhould  iriftantly  abandon  the  error;  but  if 
it  is  the;  eflential  of  freedom,  founded  on  the  eternal  principles  of 
juftice  and  wifiiom,  and  our  unalienable  birth-right,  we  fhoujd 
•  not  hefitate  in  aflertjng  It.  Let  usirhen  but  deterrairlp  to  a<3  on 
this  broad  principle  of  giving  to  every  man  his  vwn>  and  welhall 
immediately  get  rid  of  all  the  perplexities  to  which  the  narrow 
notions  of  partiality  and  excluiion  muft  ever  be  fubjefl.     ^ 

tt  In  the  digefting  apian  upon  this  noble  foundation,  We  {hall 
hot  find  arty  .difficulty  that  the  moft  comnton  underftandlng  and 
pains  will  not  eafityiurmount.     rt  does  not  .require  half  the  in- 

fmuity  of  a  common  tax-bill ;  and  as  a  proof  of  this  aflertion, 
myfelf  drew  the  form  of  a  hill  for  this  purpofe,  which  I  pre- 
fented  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords  in  1780 ;  not  as  a  perfect  work, 
hut  merely  toihe  w  how  eafily  the  objections  to  the  practicability 
of  the  plan,  and  the  incdnveniencies  that  are  fuggefted,  might 
he  got  over. 

a  I  believe  the  lending  you  a  copy  of  my  bill  will  be  the  beft 
•Way  of  explaining  its  operations*  1  'have"  not  one  ready  at  this 
moment,  'but  it  fnall  foon  follow  this  letter. 

a  I  ihall  therefore  orily  mention  at  prefertt  a -fe W  of  its  provi- 
sions, whidil  think  entirely  femove  the  moft  plaufible  objection? 
that  have 'been  uiged  againftiit. 

rU  The  prejent  number  of  members  ih  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
•is  preferred,  fb  that,  all  agprehenfion  from  too  numerous  an  afTera- 
Wy  ceafesi 

u  An  account  of  the  whole  nthnber  of  males  of  age  in*th£ 
kingdom  is  to  betaken  and  divided  by  the  nuniber  of  members 
to  be  font,  which  will  find  the  quota  of  elector*  to  choofe  pnc 
member;  frorathe  beft  accounts  I  can  now  get,  it  will  be  about 
+too  ibaufand  fix  hundred:  ^thefe  arc  to  bcformed  into  diftri&s  or 
Boroughs  from  the  moft  contiguous  partfhes ;  and  by  having  all 
the  elections  -throughout  the  kingdom  m  orle  and  the  fame  day, 
•nil  taken  in  eachparijQi,  all. fear  of  riot  and -tumult  vanishes. 

u  The  great  expence  of  elections,  which  arifes  chiefly  from 
the  coft  of  conveying  electors  to  the  .rilace  of  pdll,  and  enter- 
taining them  therft  and  on  the  road,  will  be  no  more,  when  tvtry 
man-will  vote  in  his  own  parilh.  Bribery  muft  .entirely  ceafej 
inafingle  Botough  it- wotild  be  difficult,  on  fo- many  as  to  have 
any  effect,  hnpoffible*  The  numbers  to  be  bought  would  be 
infinitely  too  great  for  any  purfe.  Beftdes,  annual  Parliaments, 
by  their  frequency,  and  by  their"  fhortnefs,  would  doubly  operate 
ui  preventing  corruption. 

44  The  valt  expence  of  Petitions  to  .parliament  on  account  of 
iUegaLreturns,  would-be  reduced. almott:  to  nothing,  irhe  points 
M  which  thefex»ntefts  .generally  turn,  are  the  qualifications  of 
»*  electors  under  the  "numberlefs  reftriftions  the  prefent  laws 
«*vt  hnpofed,  which  require  the  attendance  of  witnefles,  the 
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.produAion  of  records,  and  are  fubted  to  infinite  difptfte.  But 
when  no  other  qualification  fhould  be  neceflary  but  that  of  being 
aBritifh  fubje£t,  and  of  age,  there  can  be  but  little  left  to  con* 
tend  upon  as  to  the  right  of  eleftors  to  vote.  All  other  queftions 
that  could  afFord  ground  for  a  petition  would  be  trifling,  and 
might  be  decided  in  on«j  day.  Many  other  bbje&kms  are  obvi- 
ated by  the  bill,  but  it  is  needleis  here  to  mention  them. 

u  out  there  is  another  fort  of  obje&ion  againft  which  rio*pro- 
vifion  can  be  made,  as  it  is  merely  imaginary.  It  is  feared  by 
^  fome,  that  the  influence  of  power  and  riches  will  give  to  the 
"  ariitocracy  fo  great  a  lead  in  thefe  elections,  as  to  place  the  whole 
government  in  their  hands.  Others  again  dread,  that  when 
paupers  and  the  loweft  orders  of  the  people  (hall  have  an  equal 
vote  with  the  firft  commoner  in  the  kingdom,  we  fhall  fall  into 
all  the  confufion  of  a  democratic  republic  The  contrariety  of 
thefe  two  apprehenfions  might  of  itfelf  be  a  fufficrent  prtof  that 
neither  extreme  will  take  place.  It  is  true,  that  the  pooreft  maa 
in  the  "kingdom  will  have  an  equal  vote  with  the  firft,  for  the 
choice  of  the  perfon  to  whom  he  trufts  his  all ;  and  I  think  he 
ought  to  have  that  equal  degree  of  fecurity  againft  oppreffion. 
It  is  alfo  true,  that  men  of  fuperior  fortunes  will  have  a  fuperior 
degree  of  weight  and  influence ;  and  I  think  that  as  education  and 
knowledge  generally  attend  property,  thofe  who  poflefs  them  ought 
to  have  weight  and  influence  with  the  more  ignorant.  But  the 
eflential  difference  will  be,  that  although  the  people  may  be  led, 
they  cannot  be  driven.  Property  will  have  its  weight,  as  it  ever 
mull  have,  in  all  governments ;  and,  I  conceive,  that  in  this  plan 
it  will  precifely  find  its  juft  proportion  combined  with  talents  and 
character*  A  man  of  great  property  that  is  beloved  and  efteemed, 
will,  as  he  ought,  have  the  greateft  fway ;  but  tyranny  and  op- 
preffion, though  attended  with  riches,  may  be  relifted,  and  will 
no  longer  be  attended  with  a  burgage  tenure  at  command. 

"  Another  fubjed  of  appreheniion  is,  that  the  principle  of 
allowing  to  every  man  an  equal  right  to  vote,  tends  to  equality 
in  other  refpe£ts,  and  to  level  property.  To  me  it  feems  to  have 
a  dire&  contrary  tendency.  The  equal  rights  of  men  to  fecurity 
from  oppreffion,  and  to  trie  enjoyments  of  life  and  liberty,  ftrikes 
me  as  perfectly  compatible  with  their  unequal  fhares  of  lziduftry, 
labour,  and  genius,  which  are  the  origin  of  inequality  of  for- 
tunes. The  equality  and  inequality  of  men  are  both  founded  in 
nature ;  and  whilft  we  do  not  confound  the  two,  and  only  fupport 
her  eftablifhments,  we  cannot  err.  The  protection  of  property 
appears  to  me  one  of  the  moft  eflential  ends  of  fociety :  and  lo 
far  from  injuring  it  by  this  plan,  I  conceive  it  to  be  the  only 
means  of  preferving  it;  fcp  the  prefent  fyftem  is  haftening  with 
great  ftrides  to  a  perfect  equality  in  universal  poverty. 

*  It.  has  been  faid,  that  this  plan  of  extending  the  right  of 
Voting  to  every  individual,  creates  much  uneafinefi  in  the,  minds 
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of  quiet  and  well-difpofed  perfons :  and  that  if  paupers,  vaga- 
bonds, and  perfons  of  no  property,  were  left  out,  there  would 
be  ho  obje&ion  to  extend  it  to  all  houfdholders  and  perfons  pav- 
ing taxes,  and  that  the  fame  divifion  into  diftri&s  might  talce 
place.  My  anfwer  is,  that  I  know  of  no  man,  let  him  be  ever 
fo  poor,  who  in  his  confumption  of  food  and  ufe  of  raiment,  does 
not  pay  taxes,  and  that  I  would  wifh  to  encourage  an  enthufiafoi 
for  his  country  in  the  breaft  of  every  fubjeft,  by  giving  him  his 
juft  (hare  in  its  government.  I  readily  admit,. that  fuch  an  alte- 
ration would  be  a  vail  improvement ;  but  I  muft  prefer  adhering 
rigidly  to  a  felf-evident  principle,  especially  when  attended  wit£. 
no  inconvenience  in  the  execution,  that  I  can  forefee.  Befides^ 
we  mould  again  fall  into  the  difficulties  of  drawing  the  line  of 
feparation,  and  into  the  difputes  about  qualification. 

tt  The  apprehenfions  that  our  government  will  become  too 
democratic,  have  been  urged  on  another  ground.  It  has  been 
(aid,  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  has  ufurped  the  whole  power 
of  government :  that  the  Crown  in  reality  no  longer  poflefTes  its 
negative,  and  muft  in  all  things  be  ruled  by  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons ;  that  the  Houfe  of  Loras,  in  confequence  of  its  exclufion 
(by  the  will  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  and  not  by  law)  from 
interfering  in  money  bills,  no  longer  in  feft  exei'cifes  the  func- 
tions of  a  Dranch  of  the  legiflature;  that  the  only  means  by  which 
the  balance  of  the  conftitution  is  now  in  any  degree  preferved,  is 
by  the  irregular  influence  of  the  Crown  and  of  the  Peers  in  the 
Houfe  of  Commons :  and  that  if  they  are  totally  excluded  from  inter- 
ference there,  as  it  is  fuppofed  will  be  the  cafe  if  this  bill  pafles,  and 
are  not  reftored  to  their  original  (hare  of  power,  the  equilibrium 
will  be  deftroyed,  and  the  government  become  purely  democratic 

a  To  remedy  this  obje&ion,  it  has  been  anfwered  by  others, 
that  it  is  but  juft  and  reafonable,  and  that  they  mean  at  the  fame 
time  mat  the  Commons  are  reftored  to  their  rights,  that  the  Crown 
and  the  Peers  fhould  recover  theirs.  This  anfwer  has  been  ridi- 
culed, in  my  opinion,  with  more  wit  than  folidity  of  argument 
It  has  been  reprefented  as  admitting,  that  whilft  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  continue  corrupt,  the  King  and  Lords  mould  fubmitto 
its  decifions ;  but  that  when  it  mould  really  fpeak  the  voice  of 
the  People,  then  it  would  be  right  to  revive  the  jformant  powers 
of  refxfting  it.  -  % 

11  For  my  part  I  agree  in  opinion  with  thofe  who  are  for  re- 
ftoring  to  all  parts  of  the  ftate  their  juft  rights  at  the  fame  time ; 
to  do  it  generally,  not  partially,  is  what  I  muft  contend  for.    At 
the  fame  time,  1  admit  that!  am  not  for  reftoring  the  negative   ' 
of  the  Crown.     My  reafon  is,  that  it  appears  to  me  prepojlerout / 
that  the  will  of  one  man  Jhould  fir  ever  obfirucl  every  regulation  ' 
tohicb  all  the  rejl  of  the  nation  may  think  neeejjiry*     I  6b j eft  to . 
it,  as  I  would  to  any  other  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  or  privi- *.; 
leges  of  the  Lords  or  People,  that  is  not  founded  on  reason*  > 
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u  But  1  agree,  that  if  the  Houfe  of  Commons  was  reduced  to 
its  natural  dependence  on  the  People  alone,  and  the  prefent  fyftem 
of  making  it  the  exclufive  part  or  the  government  was  continued, 
we  (hould  approach  to  a  pure  democracy  more  than  our  consti- 
tution vw.r  rants,  or  than  I  wifli  to  fee.  I  am  not  for  a  democra- 
tic, any  more  than  for  an  ariftocratic,  or  monarchic  government, 
folely ;  I  am  for  that  admirable  mixture  of  the  three,  that  our 
inimitable  and  comprehensive  confutation  has  eftablifhed ;  I  wifli 
to  fee  the  executive  part  of  government  revert  to  where  the  con- 
ftitution  has  originally  placed  it,  in  the  hands  of  the  Crown,  to 
be  carried  on  by  its  Minifters;  thofe  Minifters  under  the .  con- 
troul  of  Parliament  -,  and  Parliament  under  the  controul  of  the 
People.  I  would  not  have  Parliament  made,  as  it  daily  is,  a 
party  concerned  in  every  aft  of  ftate,  whereby  it  becomes  the 
executive,  for  which  it  is  not  calculated,  ana  Iofes  its  ftiperin- 
tending  and  controuling  power,  which  is  the  main  end  of  its 
inftitution.  For  when  the  two  Houfes  are  prcvioufly  pledge^ 
by  addreiTes,  votes,  and  refolutions,  it  becomes  extremely  diffi, 
cult  for  them  afterwards  to  cenfure  meafures  in  which  they  have 
been  fo  deeply  engaged  by  a&s  of  their  own.  Another  great  in- 
convenience arifes  from  Parliament's  taking  fo  much  ot  the  ex- 
ecutive of  government  on  itfelf,  which  is,  the  exceffive  length 
of  the  fcflions;  an  evil  which  of  late  has  greatly  increa&d.  Now 
that  Parliament  is  engaged  in  every  detail,  in  order  to  fcratn  the 
Minifter,  it  never  can  finifh  its  buflnefs  till  the  middle  of  fhe 
fummer,  when  the  independent  country  gentleman,  tired  of  a 
Jong  attendance  and  hot  weather  in  town,  is  retirtd  to  his  private 
bufinefs  in  the  country,  and  that  of  the  public  left  to  be  fettled 
in  thin  houfes  by  a  few  dependents  of  the  Minifter.  A  flwrt 
feilion  of  two  or  thres  months  would  be  fuftciejit  to  examine  the 
expenditure  of  former  grants,  to  make  new  ones,  to  redreis 
grievances,  and  pafs  fuch  general  laws  as  circumftances  might 
require.  The  inconvenrency  and  expence  to  a  private  member 
of  Parliament  in  attending  his  duty  would  then  be  trifling;  and 
inftead  of  fbity  Commoners  and  three  Peers  to  form  a  quorum  to 
decide  the  greateft  matters  of  ftate,  the  attendance  of  two- 
thirds  of  each  body,  which  would  give  refpeft  to  their  proceed- 
ings, might  ?md  ought  to  be  required.  I  am  alfo  free  to  my  own 
opinion,  that  when  the  Houfe  6f  Lords  fliall  be  effe&ually  pic- 
vented  from  having  any  influence  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  as 
I  think  it  mijft  by  this  bijl,  it  (hould  at  the  fame  time  recover  its 
equal  rights  in  every  refpedt  with  the  Houfe  of  Commons  as  a 
co-ordinate  branch  of  the  legiflatore.  Thcfe  fentiments  are,  I 
think,  confonant  to  the  idea  fo  well  exprefled  in  your  letter  to  the 
Volunteer  army  of  the  province  of  Ulfter,  c  tb  reftore  to  -the 
Crown  its  original  fplendor,  to  nobility,  its  ancient  privileges, 
aftd  to  the  nation  at  large  its  inherent  rights/ 
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*  I  believe  I  have  now  troubled  you  with  all  that  is  neceflary 
concerning  ray  plan.  My  Bill  will  fhew  the  detail  as  for  as  con«* 
cerns  the  Houfe  of  Commons  and  the  elcftion  of  Scotch  Peers ; 
The  regulations  for  reftoring  to  the'Crown  its  executive  and  to 
the  Houfe  of  Lords  its  deliberate  functions,  fhould  be  added  to 
And  form  a  part  of  this  Bill ;  but  I  have  not  as  yet  had  time  and 
leifure  to  prepare  them. 

"  In  what  I  have  faid,  I  have  fhewn  my  opinion  concerning 
the  I  ft,  3d,  4th,  6th,  and  8th  queftions  you  have  propofed  to  me* 
There  remains  the  id,  5th,  and  7th  to  fee  confidereq, 

"  In  refpect  to  the  2d,  which!  prefume  relates  to  theadmhV 
fidtt  of  Roman  Catholics  to  vote  at  elections,  I  can  only  fay,  that 
the  (lime  principles  which  go  to  civil  liberty,  equally  leaa  to  li-r 
berty  of  confidence :  I  admire  with  you  the  glorious  fpirit  of  to- 
leration, which  you  fay  has  united  the  once  diffracted  inhabitants 
of  Ireland  into  one  inaiflbluble  mafs :  and  I  am  fure  that  nothing 
fhort-of  evident  danger  to  the  ftate  can  warrant  its  interference  in 
religious  opinions.  But  unacquainted  as  I  4m  with  the  ftate  of 
Ireland,  it  is  impoffible  for  me  to  know  the  prefent  temper  and 
difpofition  of  the  Roman  Catholics  there,  and  thofe  only  who  are 
on  the  fpot  Gag  judge  how  far  exclufions  of  this  fort  are  necef- 
fary,  or  ought  to  extend. 

a  With  regard  to  the  5th  queftion.  If  voting  by  ballot  is  ad- 
vifeable  ?  I  am  clearly  of  opinion  it  is  not.  The  idea  of  a  bal- 
lot can  have  arifen  but  to  avoid  the  effect  of  fome  improper  in- 
fluence i  and  I  conceive  it  much  more  noble,  directly  to  check 
that  influence,  than  indirectly  to  evade  it  by  concealment  and  de- 
ceit I  am  convinced,  that  trivial  circumftances  in  things  like  this, 
tend  greatly  to  form  the  national  character  j  and  that  it  is  moft 
confident  with  that  of  a  Britiih  orlrifh  freeman,  that  all  his  ac- 
tions fhould  be  open  and  avowed,  and  that  he  (hould  not  be  afhamed 
of  declaring  in  the  face  of  his  country  whom  he  wifhes  to  intruft 
with  its  interefts.  Upon  the  fame  idea  that  ballots  may  be  a  cover 
for  independence,  they  muft  alio  be  a  cloak  for  bribery^  and  a 
fchool  for  lying  and  deceit. 

a  A$  to  the  7th  queftion,  Whether  it  would  not  be  equitable  or 
expedient  that  Boroughs  now  in  the  pofleffion  of  individuals 
fhould  be  purchafed  by  the  nation  ?  I  think,  that  although  no 
man  can  have  a  ftrict  claim  in  equity  to  be  refunded  the  lofs  of 
what  neither  buyer  nor  feller  had  a  right  to  barter,  yet  it  will  he 
wife  to  purchafe  the  good  will,  or  at  ieaft  to  foften  the  refiftance,* 
of  the  prefent  powerful  pofleftbrs  of  boroughs  by  a  moft  ample 
compenfation.  The  liberties  of  a  nation  cannot  be  bought  too 
dear :  but  the  whole  coft  of  thefe  boroughs  would  not  amount  to 
the  profits  of  one  jobbing  contract. 

"  I  have  now  anfwered  all  the  queftions  you  have  been  pleafed 
to  propofe :  but  I  muft  mention  another  advantage  which  ought 
to  recommend  the  meafures  you  are  purfuing  to  every  friend  to 

the 


Mr.  Law.  t  have  compared  the  other  Copy  While  the  Cferfc 
„  wafc  reading  it;  they  agree  in  all  particulars  excepting  a  tranfpo- 
fitibn  of  the  word  and. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  underftand  this  letter,  which  is  a  proof  of  the 
good  ferife  of  the  author,  was  written  by  your  Grade*  upon  fomtf 
refolutions  having  palled  at  the  meeting  of*  delegates,  of  forty- 
five  corps  of  volunteers  aflembled  at  Lifburn  in  Ireland,  for  tak- 
ing preparatory  fteps  to  forward  their  intentions  on  the  fubjeft  of 
a  more  equal  reprefentation  of  the  people  in  Parliament,  Mf» 
Sharman  befog  Lieutenant-Colonel  of  the  regiihent  ? 

A.  This  is  an  anfwer  to  that  letter- 

Mr.  Erskine*  Let  that  be  read. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  1  fubmit  to  your  Lordfhip,  fliere  is  no 
-pretence  whatever  for  reading,  according  to  the*  rules  of  evidence, 
anymore  than  has  now  been  read  y  for  whatever  may  be  the 
opirhdn  of  his  Grace,  I  have  a  higher  duty  belongs  to  me,  and 
I  fhould  not  have  confented  to  the  other  being  read,  but  that 
a  witnefs  at  the  bar  ftated,  that  that  paper  contained  a  fcheme  of 
reform ;  upon  which  he  proceeded,  after  he,  had  ftated  that  as  a 
fa£t,  he  had  made  the  paper  part  of  his  evidfence.  AndNI  can- 
not conceive  but  that  that  paper  would  have  been  evidence 
whether  his  Grace  had  been  called  to  ftate  that  faft,  which  bis 
Grace,  according  to  his  chara&er,  would  ftate  every  where — 
that  he  was  the  author  of  that  paper.  But  this  is  going  a  great 
deal  further ;  and  it  is  impoffible  to  conned  a  letter  written  by 
Colonel  Sharman  with  the  bufinefc  of  this  trial ,  no  human  crea- 
'  ture  ever  having  ftated  that  they  had  feen  the  letter  from  Colonel 
Sharman,  nor  did  that  direft  their  conduct* 

Mr.  Erskine.  Was  not  this  letter,  juft  now  read  by  the  officer 
of  the  Court,  publifhed  at  that  time,  and  with  that  to  which  it  i* 
in  anfwer  ? 

A.  As  it  is  here. 

Mr.  Attorney  General*  Still  I  ob}e&  to  it* 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  fhall  not  argue  it  now,  though  I  am  prepared 
to  argue  it  whenever  the  time  (hall  arrive ;  but  I  am  going  now* 
to  produce  the  Journals  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  [worn. 

Q.  Is  this  the  Journals  of  the  Lords'  'Houie  of  Parliament  far  # 
the  year  17^0? 

A.  Yes. 

«&  (Tc  the  Dukt t  of Richmond,)  Will  your 'Grace 'have  the 
gooanefs'to  cgft.your  eye  upon  the  8th  of  rebruary,,  1780,  where 
your  Grace  will  fee  an  order  that  the  Lords  fhould  he*  fummoned 
to  attend  the  Houfe;  and  afterwards  there  follows,  a  proteft  figned 
by  your  Grace  and  a  great  number  of  the'Peers  of  this  country, 
among  the  rift  the  name  of  Earl  Camden  *  will  your  Grace  be 
good  enough  to  tell  me  if  that. is  (q  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Mr. 
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Air.  Erstine.  I  muft  ftate  to  your  Lordfhip  the  nature  of  this 
evidence  which  I  have  to  offer,  and  upon  what  principle  I  con- 
ceive it  to  be  evidence. 

This  was  a  motion  which  came  on  in  the  Houfe  qf  Lords,  re-« 
corded  in  the  Journals  of  the  Lords'*  Houfe  of  Parliament,  to 
take  into  confideration  petitions  from  a  great  number  of  aflbciated 
bodies  of  men  of  this  country,  calling  loudly  upon  Parliament 
to  attend  to  its  truft,  in  confequence  of  complaints  of  a  wafteful 
expenditure  of  public  money. 

Mr.  Bower.  You  are  ftating  fafts  not  appearing  upon  the  evi- 
dence. 

Mr.  Erskine.  They  are  exprefsly,  and  I  mean  to  reafl  them. 

Lord  Prejidenh  I  take  it  you  are  now  going  to  open  a  motion 
that  appears  upon  the  Journals,  and  you  may  open  the  fubftance 
f>f  that  motion ;  and  if  you  go  beyond  that,  their  obje&ion 
lies. 

Mr.  Erskine*  Juft  fo,  my  Lord.  Thofe  Noble  Lords  who 
proteft,  ftate  their  reafons  for  that  proteft;  and  without  reading 
this,  which  I  have  no  right  to  do  till  your  Lordfhip  (hall  be  pleafed 
to  receive  the  evidence,  I  mail  be  in  order  if  I  only  ftate  the 
general  fubftance  of  it;  and.  if  I  fhould  ftep  beyond  what  the 
paper  itfelf  contains,  I  conceive  I  (hall  have  given  very  great 
offence  to  the  Court.  Many  Noble  Lords,  Lord  Camden  and 
others,  proteft,  according  to  the  duty  which  they  conceived  be- 
longs to  the  Houfe  to  liften  to  the  will  of  the  people ;  that  when 
thele  aflbciated  bodies,  very  numerous  aftbeiated  bodies,  pjpefented 
a  petition,  in  confequence  of  having  had  meetings  to  co-operate 
with  one  another,  the  Houfe  confider,  that  though  it  might  be , 
natural  enough  to  rejedk  petitions  of  private  men,  yet  if  the  - 
people  at  large  co-operated  with  one  another  to  fpeak  what  was 
the  will  of  the  people,  more  especially  if  it  was  fhewn  to  be 
from  a  majority  of  the  people,  it  ought  never  to  be  rejeded. 

Mr,  Attorney  General.  If  Mr.  Erlkine  will  ftate  this  as  the 
proceeding  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  of  this  kingdom,  which  can 
be  of  ufe  to  the  prifoner  (landing  at  the  bar,  whether  it  is  evi- 
dence or  not,  I  will  not  obje£t  to  it. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  am  much  obliged  to  you ;  it  is  what  I  expected 
from  your  honour  and  cando\ir :  but  I  do  fay,  that  Mr.  Gibbs 
and  myfelf  mink  it  material. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
«  Die  Martisj  8Q  February  1780. 

tt  The  order  of  the  day  being  read,  That  all  the  Lords  be 
fummoned  to  attend  the  Houfe  this  day,  to  confider  of  a  Motion 
for  appointing  a  Committee  Confifting  of  Members  of  both 
Houfes,  pofleffing  neither  employment  nor  penfion,  to  examine  * 
without  delay  into  the  Public  Expenditure,  and  the  mode  of  ac-  f 
counting  for  the  fame,  more  particularly  into  the  manner  of  mak- 
ing all  Contrails j  and  at  the  fame  time  to  take  into  confidera- 
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tion  what  Savings  can  be  made  confiftent  with  public  dignity, 
juflicer  and  gratitude,  by  an  Abolition  of  old  or  new  created 
Offices,  or  Reverfion  of  Offices,  the  duties  of  which  have  either 
ceafed,  or  (hall  on  enquiry  prove  inadequate  to  the  fees  or  other 
emoluments  ariiing  therefrom,  or  by  the  Reduction  of  fuch  Sala- 
ries, or  other  Allowances  and  Profits,  as  may  appear  to  be  un- 
reafonable ;  that  the  fame  may  be  applied  to  leflen  the  prefent 
ruinous  expenditure,  and  to  enable  us  to  carry  on  the  prefent  war 
againft  the  Houfe  of  Bourbon  with  that  decifion  and  vigour 
which  can  alone  refult  from  national  zeal,  confidence,  and  una- 
nimity: 

"  It  was  moved,  That  a  Committee  be  appointed,  confifting 
of  Members  of  both  Houfes  poffeffing  neither  employment  nor 
penfion,  to  examine  without  delay  into  the  Public  Expenditure, 
and  the  mode  of  accounting  for  the  fame,  more  particularly  into 
the  manner  of  making  all  Contracts;  and  at  the  fame  time  t<j 
take  into  confideration  what  Saving  can  be  made,  confiftent  with 
public  dignity,  juftice,  and  gratitude,  by  an  Abolition  of  old 
and  new  created  Offices,  the  duties  of  which  have  either  ceafed 
or  fhall  on  enquiry  prove  inadequate  to  the  fees  or  other  emolu- 
ments arifing  therefrom,  or  by  the  reduction  of  fuch  falaries  or 
other  allowances  and  profits  as  may  appear  to  be  unreafonable ; 
that  the  fame  may  be  applied  to  leflen  the  prefent  ruinous  expen- 
diture, and  to  enable  us  to  provide  in  the  manner  the  leaft  bur- 
thenfome  for  the  indifpenfablc  exigencies  of  the  State. 
"  Which  being  objected  to  after  long  debate, 
"  The  following  Amendment  was  propofed  to  be  made  to  the 
faid  Motion,  (viz.) 

u  Leave  out  the  words  (Members  of  both  Houfes)  and  in- 
stead thereof  infert  (Lords). 

"  The  fame  was  agreed  to  and  ordered  accordingly. 
a  Then  the  queftion  was  put,  Whether  to  agree  with  the  faid 
Motion  thus  amended  ? 

"  It  was  refolved  in  the  negative. 
«  Diflmtienu 

u  I.  Becaufe,  however  the  waile  of  public  money,  and  the 
profufion  of  ufelefs  falaries  mav  have  been  heretofore 
overlooked  in  the  days  of  wealth  and  profperity,  the 
neceffities  of  the  prefent  time  can  no  longer  endure 
the  fame  fyftem  of  corruption  and  prodigality. 

"  The  fcarcity  of  money,  the  diminifhed  value 
of  land,  the  linking  of  rents,  with  the  decline  of 
trade,  are  melancholy  proofs  that  we  are  almoft  ar- 
rived at  the  end  of  taxation ;  and  yet  the  demands 
are  annually  increafed,  while  the  hopes  of  peace  are 
-  L  *  everyyear  put  to  a  greater  diftance. 

"  For  let  any  man  confider  the  immenfe  debt,  in- 
creasing beyond  tie  poffibility  of  payment,  with  the 

prefent 
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prefent  accumulation  of  taxes  upon  every  article, 
not  only  of  luxury  but  of  convenience,  and  even  of 
neceflary  ufe,  and  let  him  carry  his  thoughts  forward 
to  thofe  additional  duties  which  muft  immediately  be 
impofed,  to  make  good  the  intereft  of  the  approach- 
ing loan,  and  of  that  debt  which  will  ftill  remain 
unfunded,  he  will  find  that  at  leaft  one  million  and 
a  half  of  intereft  muft  be  provided  for,  befides  what 
may  be  further  neceflary  to  make  good  the  deficien- 
cies of  the  late  taxes. 

u  Under  thefe  circumftances,  the  favings  of  a 
ftri&  and  vigilant  ceconomy  in  every  branch,  and 
the  application  of  overgrown  falaries,  unmerited 
penfions,  and  ufelefs  places  to  the  public  fervice,  are 
almoft  the  only  refource  left  in  the  exhaufted  ftate 
of  our  finances.  But  befides  this  ftrong  argument 
of  neceflity  that  prefles  upon  the  prefent  moment, 
fuch  and  fo  great  are  the  abufes  in  the  management 
and  expenditure  of  the  public  money,  as  would  call 
'  for  the  ftri&eft  enquiry  and  animadverfion  even  in 
the  beft  of  times.  The  practice  of  expending  im- 
menfe  fums  without  confcnt  of  Parliament,  under 
the  fallacious  head  of  Contingencies  and  Extraordi- 
naries,  the  greater  part  of  which  might  eafily  be 
comprifed  in  an  eftimate ;  but  becaufe  tome  unfbre- 
feen  articles  are  not  capable  of  fuch  precifion,  the 
Minifter  has,  under  that  colour,  found  out  a  method 
of  expending  the  public  money,  firft,  ad  libitum^  and 
where  it  has  been  fo  expended,  has  found  means  to 
induce  Parliament  to  think  itfelf  bound  in  honour  to 
ratify  and  make  it  good,  deferves  the  higheft  ccnfure; 
and  no  Minifter  who  fnall  dare  to  ftake  the  public 
credit  for  money  that  has  not  been  voted,  ought  to 
be  juftified  by  a  lefs  authority  than  an  A£t  of  Indem- 
nity. The  millions  which  remain  in  confequence 
unexplained  and  unaccounted  for,  the  fhameful  fa- 
cility of  admitting  almoft  every  claim,  the  improvi- 
dent bargain  made  for  the  public  fervice,  the  crimi- 
nal neglecT:  and  even  contempt  of  the  few  checks 
eftabli/ned  in  the  Board  of  Treaiury,  befides  great 
part  of  the  money  being  fhared  in  its  paflagc  amung 
a  tribe  of  Collectors,  Clerks,  Agents,  Jobbers,  or 
Contractors,  or  paid  away  by  official  extortion,  or 
flopped  in  its  courfe  to  breed  intereft  for  fome  in- 
groffing  individuals,  are  grievances  which  the  prefent 
Motion  has  in  View  to  remedy. 
**  IL  But  great  and  important  as  the  Motion  is  in  this  view 
of  it,  it  is  ftill  more  important  in  another,  as  it  tends 
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to  narrow  the  wide  fpreading  Influence  of  the  Crown 
that  has  found  its  way  into  every  corner  of  the  king* 
dom. 

«  It  is  fufficient  to  allude  to  this  grievance,  with- 
out any  further  enlargement;  but  this  argument, 
though  perhaps  the  ftrongeft  in  favour  of  die  Mo- 
tion, has  been  turned  into  an  objection  to  it,  as  if 
it  meant  to  abridge  the  rights  of  Monarchy,  and 
make  the  Crown  dependent  upon  the  Parliament. 

"  If  the  obje&ion  means. to  infinuate  that  corrup- 
tion is  neceflary  to  government,  we  mail  leave  that 
principle  to  confute  itfelf  by  its  own  apparent  ini- 
quity. 

"  That  this  Motion  is  intended  to  diminifli  the 
conftitutional  power  of  the  Crown,  we  deny.  The 
conftitutional  power  of  the  Crown  we  are  no  lcfs 
folicitous  to  preferve,  than  we  are  to  annihilate  its 
unconftitutional  influence.  The  prerogative  rightly 
underftood,  .not  touched  or  intended  to  be  touched  by 
this  Motion,  will  fupport  the  Crown  in  aN  the  fplen- 
dour  which  the  King's  perfonal  dignity  requires,  and 
with  all  the  authority  and  vigour  neceflary  to  give 
due  effeft  to  the  executive  powers  of  government. 

«  It  has  been  argued,  that  this  is  not  a  proper 
time  for  reformation,  when  all  the  attention  of  the 
kingdom  mould  be  employed  upon  the  war,  as  the 
great  and  only  obied  in  the  prefent  time  of  diftrefs ; 
to  which  we  beg  leave  to  infift,  that  the  prefent  is, 
for  that  very  reafon,  the  propereft  time*  becaufe  no- 
thing is  fo  eflential  to  the  condud  and  profecution 
of  the  war  as  the  frugal  management  of  that  fupply 
by  which  only  it  can  be  carried  on  with  any  profpedt 
of  fucceis.  Nor  ought  the  plan  of  oeconomy  to  be  any 
profpe£t  of  fucceis.     Nor  ought  the  plan  of  oeco- 
nomy to  be  any  longer  delayed  at  the  rifk  of  a  gene- 
ral bankrupty;  and  from  the  hiftory  of  this  as  well 
as  other  countries,  times  of  neceflity  have  been  al- 
ways times  of  reform. 
*  III.  Becaufe  we  conceive  that  the  mode  of  a  Committee* 
which  might  be  to  aft  with  a  Committee  of  the  other 
Houfe,  and  might,  if  neceflary,  be  rendered  durable 
and  vefted  with  due  powers  by  an  act  of  the  whole 
legiflature,  might  bring  back  the  public  expenditure 
to  its  conftitutional  principle,   might  devife  proper 
regulations  for  opening  contracts  to  the  propofals 
of  every  fair  bidder  for   reforming   the  abufes  of 
office,  and  the  enormity  of  fees,  with  a  variety  of 
other  abufes,  particularly  that  of  large  funis  of  money 
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lying  in  the  hands  of  individuals  to  the  lafs  of  the 
state. 

*  An  objeflion  has  been  ftronglv  urged  on  the 
ground  of  an  apprehenfion  exprcffed  by  fome  Lords* 
as  if  they  ferioufly  entertained  it  of  its  producing  a 
quarrel  between  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  ia 
confequence  of  which  the  public  bufinefs  might  foe 
obftru&ed  by  a  claim  on  the  part  of  the  JHoufe  irf 
Commons  to  an  exclutive  right  of  contidering  anJ 
providing  for  the  fubje<fts  of  this  Motion. 

"  Suck  a  claim  certainly  cannot  be  fuppofed  as  a. 
confequence  of  the  claim  of  that  Houfe  to  originate 
money  bills.  Not  a  tingle  Lord  appeared  to  main- 
tain an  idea  that  fuch  a  claim  would  be  well  founded. 
In  truth,  the  objection  fuppofes  it  to  be  ill  founded, 
and  that  therefore  this  Houfe  will  refill  it;  and  yet 
it  aiTumes  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  will  advance 
and  perfift  in  this  ill-founded  claim.  We  cannot 
xlifcover  any  colour  for  fuch  fuppofition*  unlefs  we 
were  to  adopt  the  infinuations  of  thofe  wh*  repre- 
sent the  corrupt  influence  (which  it  is  our  wim  to 
fupprefs)  as  already  pervading  that  Houfe.  Thofe 
who  entertain  that  opinion  of  one  Houfe  of  Parlia- 
ment, will  hardly  think  lefe  difrefpeclfully  of  the 
other.  To  them  it  will  feem  a  matter  of  indifference 
whether  the  Motion  is  defeated  by  the  exertion  of 
that  influence  to  excite  a  groundlefs  claim  in  tjhe  one 
Houfe,  or  by  <a  groundlefs  apprehenfion  of  fuch  a 
claim  in  the  other.  But  we,  who  would  be  under- 
stood to  think  with  more  refpedt  of  both,  cannot 
entertain  an  apprehenfion  fo  injurious  to  the  Houfe 
of  Commons,  as  that  they  would,  at  this  time  efpe- 
cially,  and  on  this  occafidn,  have  advanced  fuch  a 
claim. 

a  The  Motion  has  likewife  been  objected  to  on 
account  of  its  difqualifying  perfons  pofleffing  em- 
ployments or  penfions  to  be  of  the  propofed  Com- 
mittee. We.  are  far  from  fuppoffng  that  the.  pof- 
feffion  of  plabe  or  pention  neceflarily  corrupts  the 
integrity  of  the  poffeflbr.  We  have  feen,  and  the 
public  have  feen,  many  illuftrious  inftances  of  the 
'contrary;  yet  we  cannot  but  fuppofe  that  the  public 
expectation  of  advantage  from  this  meafure  would 
have  been  lefs  fanguine,  if  they  had  feen  perfons 
"  pofleffing  offices  felected  to  diftinguifh  how  far  their 
offices  were  ufeful,  or  their  falarics  adequate ;  the/ 
perhaps  would  not  think  the  pof^Tor  of  a  penfion 
or  office  the  fitteft  judge  how  far  that  pention  or 
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office  had  been  merited  or  was  neceflary:  we  cartnof, 
therefore,  think  the  Motion  juftly  exceptionable  on 
this  ground.  It  rather  appears  to  us  to  have  been 
drawn  with  a  proper  attention  to  Noble  Lords  in 
that  predicament,  exempting  them  from  a  fituation 
which  they  muft  neceflarily  wifli  to  decline. 

u  We  conceive  ourfelves  warranted  in  the  mode 
propofed,  by  precedent  as  well  as  reafon,  arid  it  was 
ftated  to  the  Houfe  to  have  been  recommended  by 
the  moft  approved  conftitutionai  authors  who  have 
written  fince  the  Revolution ;  but  having  offered  to 
meet  any  other  proportion  which  might  carry  with 
it  fubftantial  remedy,  and  no  fuch  being  offered, 
notwithftanding  the  time  this  propofition  has  Iain  be* 
fore  the  Houfe,  we  cannot  help  confidering  the  pre- 
fent  negative  as  going  to  the  fubftantial  as  well  as 
formal  part  of  the  Motion,  and  hold  ourfelves  obliged 
to  avail  ourfelves  of  our  right  of  entering  our  Proteft 
againft  the  rejection  of  the  above  proportion. 
*  IY»  We  are  further  impelled  to  prefs  this  Motion,  becaufe 
the  obje£t  of  it  has  been  feconded  and  called  for  by 
a  considerable  majority  of  the  people,  who  are 
officiating  for  this  purpofe,  and  feem  determined  to 
purfue  it  by  every  legal  and  conftitutional  method 
that  can  be  dcvifed  for  its  fuccefs;  and  however  fome 
may  affeft  to  be  alarmed,  as  if  fuch  aiTociations 
tended  to  difturb  the  peace  or  incroach  upon  the  dele- 
gated power  of  the  other  Houfe,  we  are  perfuaded 
it  has  no  other  view  but  to  colleft  the  fenfe  of  the 
people,  and  to  inform  the  whole  body  of  the  representa- 
tives what  are  the  fentiments  of  the  whole  body  of 
their  conjlituents  7  in  which  refpeft  their  proceedings 
have  been  orderly,  peaceable,  and  conftitutional. 
And  if  it;  be  afked,  What  further  is  to  be  done  if 
thefe  petitions  are  rcjedted  ?  the  beft  anfwer  is> 
that  the  cafe  cannot  be  fuppoled ;  for  although^  upon 
%  few  feparate  petitions,  it  may  be  fairly  (aid  that 
the  other  Houfe  ought  not  to  be  decided  by  a  part 
only  of  their  conftituents,  yet  it  cannot  be  prefumed 
they  will  adt  in  defiance  of  the  united  opinion  of  the 
whole  people,  or  indeed  of  any  great  acid  notorious 
majority.  It  is  admitted,  that  they  have  a  power  to 
vote  as  they  think  fit ;  but  it  is  not  poflible  to  con- 
ceive that  fo  wife  an  aflembly  will  ever  be  rafh 
enough  to  reject  fuch  petitions,  and  by  that  means 
cauf'e  this  dangerous  queftion  to  be  broach'd  and  agi- 
tated-*— IVbethsr   they  have  not  broke  their  truji? 
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The  voice  of  the  people  will  certainly  bp  complied 
with. 

•  «  Minifters  may,  as  they  feem  to  have  done  in  a 
recent  inftance,  deprive  any  man  of  what  he  holds, 
at  their  pleafure  for  prefuming  to  exercife  his  un- 
doubted right  of  thinking  for  himfelf  on  thefe  or 
otHer  public  fubje&s ;  but  it  will  not  he  wife  in 
Ijhem  to  treat  thefe  aflbciations  with  contempt  or 
call  them  by  the  invidious  name  of  Faclion^  tk  name 
by  which  the  minority  in  both  Houfes  of  Parliament 
have  been  fo  frequently  and  fo  falfely  calumniated, 
becaufe  the  name  fo  applied  will  recoil  back  upon 
themfelves,  when  a&ing  againft  the  general  fenfe  of 
the -nation;  nor  will  they  be  able  to  reprefent  thefe 
numbers  fo  refpedable  in  rank  and  property,  (as 
they  did  but  too  fuccefsfully  the  difcontented  Ameri- 
cans,) as  a  mob  of  indigent  and  feditious  incendiaries  ; 
becaufe  the  people  to  whom  this  is  addreiTed  are  the 
people  that  are  abufed,  and  every  man  bears  within 
himfelf  the  teftimony  of  its  falfehood. 

*  The  Minifters  on  this  particular  occafion  can- 
not deceive  the  People. 

"  FORTESCUE.  FlTZWILLIAM. 

Cholmondeley.    Rockingham. 

Beaulieu.  Scarbrough. 

Stamford.  Nugent  Temple. 

Camden.  Devonshire. 

Coventry.  Harcourt* 

Richmond.  King. 

Manchester.         CourtenaV. 

Derby.  J.  St.  Asaph. 

Grafton.  Wycombe. 

Bolton.  Craven. 

Ferrers.  Pembroke  and 

De  Ferrars.  Mont. 

Abergavenny.       Rutland. 

Tankerville.        Effingham. 

J.Peterborough.  Jersey. 

Abingdon.  Portland. 

"  Dtffentienti)  without  reafons  affigned.     Radnor. 
«■  For  all  the  reafons  except  the  fourth.     Osborne/* 

Mr.  Stuart  called  in. 
Mr.  Erskine.  I  called  back  this  witnefs  to  afk  him  one  queftion, 
which  I  could  not  with  propriety  afk  him  before. — In  your  former 
examination,  you  ftated  your  perfonal  acquaintance  with  thp 
prifoner  at  the  bar  f , 

.%    Did 
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.    £.  Did  you  ever  hear  die  prifoner  at  the  bar  ftate  what  his 
plan  of  reform  was  ? 

jf.  Yes;   the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  for  parliamentary 
reform* 

Was  that  {aid  publicly,,  or  in  confidence  ? 
Not  in  confidence :    it  was  faid  publicly ;  and  he  fent  me 
feme  copies  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan. 

Mr-  Attorney  General.    I  really  muft  objed  to  .  this  fort  of 
examination. 

M.r~Er$kine.  I  fubmit  to  your  Lordfhips,  that  this  is  no  greater 
art  indulgence  than  has  been  received  by  every  prifoner  in  his 
circumitances  from  the  earlieft  period  of  our  hiftory.     I  will 
tepeat  to  your  LorcUhip  verbatim  from  the  State  Trials,  various 
queftions  put  by  the  prifoner  with  the  confent  of  all  the  Judges, 
with  the  confent  of  the  Attornies  and  Solicitors  General,  ana  all 
the  Counfel  for  the  Crown*    I  will  proceed,  and  I  confefs  I  feel 
aiueh  more  pleafure  from  the  manner  in  which  the  Attorney 
General  conduced  himfelf  recently ;  becaufe,  the  moment  it  was 
Jtat«d^  that  it  was  a  proceeding  that  might  be  ferviceable  to  the 
prifoner,  he  acceded  to  it ;  and  therefore  I  can  have  no  reafon  to 
doubt,  that  if  I  fatisfy  my  learned  friend  we  are  in  the  regular 
courfe,  I  am  perfuaded  he  would  be  forry  himfelf  that  this  perfon 
fliould  be  deprived  of  thofe  advantages  which  others  have  had 
iefbre  him*     My  Lord,  I  believe  it  is  occafioned  by  the  anomaly 
ef  the  Angular  cafe  before  your  Lordfhip ;   and  1  think  I  fhafl 
derive  feme  affiftance  from  the  judgement  of  the  Court  of  King's 
JBench,  that  a  paper  written  in  1780  ihould  have  been  received 
in  evidence  by  Mr,  Juftice  Wilfonj  and  the  learned  Judge  fup- 
ported  the  obje&  of  it  upon  this  principle,  that  the  defendant  in 
that  cafe  was  charged  with  an  a&,  which  aft  was  the  publication 
of  a  libel ;  and  that  although  the  libel  law,  (to  fpeak  of  a  late 
aft  of  Parliament)  feems  to  fay  dire&ly  in  ta£t,  that  trials  for 
libels  proceed  upon  the  Judge  giving  his  opinion  to  the  Jury 
upon  die  matter  of  law,  yet  it  does  not  appear  that  there  (hould 
be  any  evidence  to  prove  the  intention.    I  mean  the  cafe  of  Holt; 
and  chey  lay  that  a  perfon  having  publiflied  a  libel  in  1780,  will 
be  no  anfwer  to  your  publifhing  a  libel  in  1794;  it  may  be  matter 
that  is  material  in  mitigation  of  puniihment,  but  it  does  not  go 
to  negative  the  indictment :    if  he  thought  in  faft  that  the  publi- 
cation was  a  libel,  he  could  not  have  told  the  Jury  that  he  thought 
it  having  been  publifhed  in  1780,  was  no  anfwer  to  the  re-pub- 
iication  of  it  in  1794  j  and  I  do  know  of  that  intelligent  Judge, 
whofe  lofe  we  all  deplore,  that  that  was  the  ground  upon  which 
lie  decided.     BUt  I  have  no  right  to  extraft  the  judgement  of  the 
Court  till  I  hear  it  delivered;  but  I  rather  think  I  am  in  poflef- 
£011  of  the  judgement  of  -the  Court  in  the  ftr iking  difference  be- 
tween the  cafe  now  in  agitation  and  the  cafe  where  a  man  is 
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charged  with  a  fafi,  which,  if  it  be  ddne,  the  criminal  intention, 
which  arifes  from  the  commiflion  of  a  criminal  ac*r,  carries  with 
it  a  certain  legal  inference,  which,  when  once  eftablifhed,  it 
does  not  become  a  matter  of  faft  for  the  prifoner  to  rebutt :  but 
leaving  out  of  the  queftion  that  a&,  I  ftand  upon  the  authority 
of  Lord  Mansfield  in  the  cafe  of  the  King  againft  Woodfall  the 
printer,  5th  Burrows — That  wherever  the  fact  does  not  confti- 
tute  the  crime,  but  that  the  fad  is  either  in  itfelf  wholly  indif- 
ferent, or  if  it  is  not  indifferent  but  criminal,  if  criminal,  fhort 
of  the  charge  made  upon  the  party,  there  the  intent  is  not  matter 
of  law,  it   is  matter  of  fad;   but  that  the  party  has  a   right 
to  prove   his  intention  in  every  way  that  the  fa<5i  can  be  rea- 
fonably  connected.     To  apply  that  doctrine  to  the  cafe  I  have 
mentioned,  in  which  an  elaborate  judgement  was  delivered  by 
Lord  Mansfield,  wherein  he  fays  the  defendant  was  found  guilty 
of  publifhing  a  libel,  and  he  called  no  witneflfes  to  rebutt  the 
criminal  inference-     And  my  Lord  Mansfield  fays,  he  may  arreft 
the  judgement  upon  the  record  for  the  fad  of  publication ;  it  is 
that  that  is  imputed  to  him,  and  if  it  turn  out  to  be  no  libel,  the 
prifoner  can  have  no  judgement  paffed  on  him.     What  is  this? 
cafe  ?     The  prifoner  at  the  bar  is  not  charged  with  the  com- 
miflion of  thofe  overt  acts.     He  is  not  charged  with  committing 
thofe  acts  as  fabftantive  a&s,  but  with  having  in  his  mind  the 
wicked  and  deteftable  purpofe  of  aiming  at  the  deftruction  of  the 
King,  to  put  down  and  bring  the  King  to  death ;  and  that  in 
furtherance  of  that  intention  and  wicked  imagination,  he  did  the 
facts  contained  in  the  indi&ment;  that  he  confpired  to  afTemble  a 
Convention,  for  the  purpofe  of  fubverting  the  rule  and  authority 
of  the  country,  and  not  that  alone,  but  that  he  confented  to  hold 
fuch  Convention,  which  Convention  in  his  mind  was  to  accom- 
plish that  purpofe  of  fubverfion ;  and  that  he  did  agree  to  aficmble 
that  Convention  for  that  fubverfion,   in  fulfilment  of  a  deteft- 
able compaffing  the  death  of  the  King. 

There,  then,  the  intention  of  the  mind  is  the  queftion  your 
Lordlhip  has  to  try  ;  and  I  think  I  may  appeal  to  what  pafTed  in 
Court,  that  I  did  not  feck  to  lay  down  other  rules  of  evidence 
than  thofe  recently. ftated,  and  thofe  which  have  been  determined 
in  ancient  times.  This  being  the  cafe,  let  us  fee  whether  the 
declarations  of  a  prifoner,  charged  with  an  evil  and  wicked  in- 
tention, declarations  at  the  time,  or  about  the  time,  nay,  I  will 
go  further,  my  Lords,  and  put  it  generally — I  fay  I  will  prove  to 
you,  (though  this  cafe  does  not  require  it,)  that  if  I  were 
charged  with  the  deteftable  purpofe  of  compaffing  the  death  of 
the  King,  I  fhjuld  be  intitled  to  call  any  man  in  Court,  not  to 
my  character,  but  I  fhould  be  intitled  to  call  any  man  in  Court, 
who  knows  my  fentiments,  which  were  well  known  upon  that 
fubjeft,  what  I  have  repeatedly  declared  upon  the  monarchy  of 
the  country,  and  its  fyftem  of  government  5  but  that  ( though  I 
Vol.  II.  Kr  .  can 
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can  eftablifli  it  in  twenty  inftances)  is  not  this  cafe;  but  this  cafe. 
is  the  objed  which  he  had  to  follow,  the  plan  of  the  Duke  of 
Richmond. 

The  firft  cafe  I  will  cite  is  the  moft  modern,  but  not  the  Teaff 
important?  which  is  the  cafe  of  Lord  George  Gordon ;  and  I 
fay  it  k  the  moft  important,  because  he  is  not  charged  with  com- 
paring the  death  of  the  King,  but  is  charged  with  an  a&  of  levy- 
ing waf ;  ftill  it  was  neceffary  in  the  inveffigasion  of  that  quef- 
tion,  fince  it  was  not  that  open  rebellious  war  which  nobody 
could  miftake,  but  that  ambiguous  conftru&ive  thing  of  levying 
war :  the  intention  of  .his  mind  became  the  fubjeft  of  confiaeia- 
tion,'  and  I  will  read  the  very  words  and  fyllables  ftated  by  Lord 
Mansfield  upon  that  occafion.     The  qu  eft  ion  be  puts  is  this: 
a  Firft,  Whether  the  multitude  afiembled  committed  afts  of  vio- 
lence, with  intent  to  terrify  and  compel  the  legiflature  to  repeal 
the  Aft  called  Sir  George  Saville's.    If  upon  this  point  your 
opinion  fhould  be  in  the  negative,  that  makes  an  end  of  the 
whole,*  and  the  prifoner  ought  to  be  acquitted;    but  if  your 
opinion  fhould  bev  that  the  intent  of  this  multitude,  and  the  vio- 
lence they  committed,  was  to  force  a  repeal,  there  arjfes  a  fecond 
point — Whether  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  incited,  encouraged, 
promoted  or  aflifted  in  railing  this  infurre&ion  with  the  intent — " 
not  of  pulling  down  this  man's  or  that  man's  houfe,  which  might 
be  punifhed  as  a  riot  or  mifdemeanour,  according  to  the  nature 
of  the  cafe,,  but  whether  it  was  done  "  with  the  intent  of  forcing 
a  repeal  of  this  law.     Upon  thefe  two  points*  which  you  will 
call  your  attention  toj  depends  the  fate  of  this  trial."     Then  the 
firft  is  a  preliminary  one,  without  which,  fays  my  Lord  Mans- 
field, my  Lord  George  Gordon  muft  be  acquitted  ->  but  if  you 
are  of  opinion  that  the  mob  did  commit  that  violence,  not  whe- 
ther he  incited  them  to  do  it — nox  but  whether  he  incited  them 
with  that  mind  which  conftitutes  the  crime. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  I  will  read  the4  queftions  permitted  to  be 
put  upon/that  cafe  by  a  moft  eminent  Counfel,  the-  perfon  who 
condu&ed  that  caufe,  whofe  knowledge  of  the  common  law  of 
England  is  almoft  proverbial  with  us — Mr.  Wallace,  and  the 
other  was  Mr.  Mansfield,  who  were  not  very  ready  to  give  up 
any  thing ;  for  there  is  an  oppofite  duty,  a  duty  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown,  and  a  duty  on  the  >  part  of  the  prifoner ;  and  I  think  a 
Crown  lawyer  undoubtedly  has  a  right  to  infift  upon  every  fair 
evidence  coming  .before  the  Jury,,  and  to  exclude  every  evidence 
that  might  tend  to  delude  the  Jury  j  in  that  cafe  my  Lord  Ken- 
yon,  the  prefent  Chief  Juftice  of  the  King's  Bench,  and  myiclf, 
were  Counfel  for  the  prifoner.     I  was  permitted  to  afk  the  Rev. 
Eraimus  Middleton  thefe  queftions — (1  fhould  tell  your  Lordihip, 
to  make  it  more  intelligible,  that  the  great  objeft  was  to  fee  what 
intention  L<>rd  George  Gordon  had,  and  that  could  only  be  col- 
lected from  what  palled  befoie-haud>  at  any  of  the  .numerous 
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meetings  C|f  the  Proteftant  Affociation,  from  the  time  my  Lord 
George  Gordon  became  Prefident,  to  the  29th  of  May,) — a  Did 
you  ever  hear  his  Lordfhip,  in  his  public  fpeeches  in  that  Aflb- 
ciation,  make  ufe  of  any  expreffions  which  (hewed  any  difloyal 
unconflitutionai  intentions  ?'*     My  Lord,  a  cunning  artful  man 
might  ftand  up  in  a  Proteftant  aflociation,  and  hold  up  iriten- 
tions  which  he  did  not  mean  >  but  a  man,  when  he  comes  to  hi* 
friend,  .muft  be  fuppofed  to  be  fpeakmg  the  truth,  and  when  he 
thinks  he  is  building  himfelf  upon  the  honour  and  confidence  of 
a  friend,  tells- him,  my  object  is  your  object.     Good  God  !  if  I 
called  up  people  to  fay,  Did  not  Mr.  Hardy  fay  in  the  London 
Corresponding  Society  that  his  plan  was  that  of  the  Duke  of 
Richmond  ?     If  he  could  fay  it  there,  if  that  was  permitted  to 
be  afked,  how  is  it  poffible  to  oppofe  the  other  ?-— *  Did  it  ap- 
pear  to  you  that  his  views  were  the  fame  asthofe  of  the  whole  aflb- 
ciated  body  ?  Did  you  ever  hear  Lord  George  Gordon  make  ufe  of 
any  exprejfion  as  if  he  meant  to  repeal  this  bill  by  force  of  arms  i 
Were  the  meetings  open  ?" — and  fo  on.     Then  there  was  evi- 
dence of  every  thing  that  was  faid  by  Lord  George  Gordon  at 
St.  James's,  when  he  defired  to  fee  the  King,  becaufe  he  could 
be  of  eflentiaJ  fervice  in  fuppreiling  the  riots.     He  called  nine 
or  ten  other  witneffes,  Sir  Philip  Jennings  Clerk,   Lord  Lonf- 
dale,  and  many  others,  in  conversation  with  Lord  George  Gor- 
don, to  various  parts  of  his  conduit  both  before  and  after. 

My  Lord,  upon  that  occafion  it  was  not  debated  I  think  ftrongly; 
for  when  a  caufe  of  that  immenfe  magnitude  is  tried,  when  the 
whole  capital  was  threatened  with  ruin,  and  when  it  has  been 
faid  by  a  perfon  that  this  town  and  whole  country  -might  have 
been  laid  defolate,  I  could  not  fuppofe  that  thev  would  treat  Lord 
George  Gordon  with  more  lenity  than  the  rules  of  evidence  al- 
lowed. Mr.  Wallace  did  not  object  to  it.  I  was  then  a  young 
man  in  the  profeffion ;  but  the  prefent  Chief  Juftice  in  the  King'* 
Bench  conducted  that  caufe,  who  is  a  man  of  great  learning,  and 
he  put  thcfe  dueftions  without  the  fmalleft  ^objection ;  and  I  call 
upon  Mr.  Juftice  Bailer,  who  now  hears  me,  to  correct  me  if  I  » 
am  wrong. 

My  Lord,  the  next  is  the  cafe  of  Lord  Ruffel,  who  was  in- 
dictea  for  coippaffing  the  King's  death $  and  the  overt  act  was 
confulcing  to  raife  rebellion,  and  to  feize  the  King's  guard.     la 
his  defence,  he  calls  manyperfons  of  quality  to  fpeak  toJiis  af- 
fection to  the  government,  and  his  hatred  to  rifings  againfr  it. 
It  is  faid,  a  man  might  have  affection  to  government  in  1780, 
^ndnot  in  1794;  he  might  then  change  his  object;  but,  ac- 
cording to  the  law  of  England,  we  are  to  defend  life  and  liberty, 
and, not  to  fhut  it  out.     Even  that  queftionis  allowed  to  be  put^ 
becaufe  Dr.  Burnet  had  had  long  acquaintance  with  Lord  Ruffel, 
and  Lord  .Ruffel  might  not  have  conceived  this  difaffection  to 
the  government  till  a  very  fliort  time  before  >  but  the  queftion* 
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I  afk  of  the  witnefs  now,  with  refpeft  to  the  prifoner  at  the  bar, 
is  at  the  very  time  when  they  fay  this  man's  mind  was  fuppofed 
full  in  agitation  of  this  horrible  confpiracy,  at  that  time  he  was 
pouring  into  the  bofom  of  a  friend  what  was  the  objeft  of  their 
ibciety,  and  that  which  all  the  witnefles  have  ftated. 

Dr.  Burnet  fays,  "  1  have  had  the  honour  to  be  known  to  my 
Lord  Ruflel  feveral  years,  and  he  has  declared  himfelf  with  much 
confidence  to  me,  and  he  always,  upon  all  occafions,  exprefled 
himfelf  againft  all  rifings/*  Now  this  is  not  character,  to  fay 
Lord  Ruflel  was  a  quiet  peaceable  man. — No,  it  is  converfation 
to  (hew  that  you  are  lo^al  to  the  government,  and  it  fhould  be 
allowed  to  witnefles  to  fay  what  the  perfbn  at  the  bar  has  (aid  in 
converfation,  becaufe  it  goes  to  the  intrinfic  improbability  of  the 
charge ;  and  when  he  fpoke  of  fome  people  that  would  provoke 
him,  he  fpoke  fo  determined  againft  that  matter,  that  I  think  no 
man  could  do  no  more — I  have  heard  Lord  Ruflel  always  exprefs 
himfelf  againft  fuch  rifings.  I  heard  him  fpeak  with  indignation 
upon  the  fubjeft.  Upon  this,  the  Jury  might  infer — But  I  do 
not  fay  that  that  fort  of  evidence  is  to  put  an  end  to  the  charge ; 
no  man  could  be  fo  foolifh ;  but  I  mean  as  far  as  it  goes,  and 
what  is  to  become  of  it  afterwards  is  for.  the  Jury  and  your  Lcrd- 
fhip. .  But  the  -queftion  is,  Whether  you  fhall  hear  it,  and  what 
impreffion  it  fhould  make  upon  both. — Dr.  Cox  is  aflced  the  lame 
queftion  by  Lord  Ruflel ;  he  fays,  "  I  always  found  that  my  Lord 
was  againft  all  kinds  of  rifings,  and  thought  it  the  greateft  folly 
and  madnefs,  till  things  fhould  come  in  a  parliamentary  way.  I 
have  had  occafion  often  to  fpeak  with  my  Lord  Ruflel  in  pri- 
vate, and  having  myfelf  befcn  againft  all  kinds  of  rifings,  or  any 
thing  that  tended  to  the  diforder  of  the  public,  I  have  heard  him 
profefs  folemnly  that  he  thought  it  would  ruin  the  beft  caufe  in 
the  world  to  take  any  of  theie  irregular  ways  for  the  preferving 
of  it." 

Now,  my  Lord,  give  me  leave  to  paufe  here  again  j  it  is  not 
A  general  declaration  of  Lord  Ruflel's,  but  upon  the  very,  point 
of  trial,  that  he,  Dr.  Cox,  had  heard  the  prifoner  declare  his 
indignation  at  the  proceedings  imputed  to  him :  and  I  have  a 
much  more  recent  authority^  that  of  your  Lordfhip,  fince  this 
trial  began ;  "  Shall  not  a  man  be  permitted  to  explain  what  he 
has  faid,  efpecially  where  his  declaration  goes  in  the  teeth  of  what 
he  has  folemnly  done  i"  And  as  your  Lordfhip  exprefled  very 
lately,  that  where  upon  the  furface  a  thing  appears  to  be  legal, 
and  the  crime  confifts  in  the  veil  and  covering  for  a  wicked  and 
•  deteftable  purpofc,  it  is  a  matter  of  fa&,  it  is  a  matter  of  the  moil 
ferious  inveftigation  i  and  is  fuch  an  imputation  that  no  man  m 
common  life  would  throw  upon  his  neighbour,  but  upon  the  moil 
clear  and  fatisfa&ory  proof. 

My  Lords,  the  next  cafe  is  that  of  Fitzharris,  tried  before 
iny  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Pemberton  >    Sir  Robert  Sawyer  was 

Attorney 


[    3°9    ] 

Attorney  General,  and  the  celebrated  and  learned  Mr.  Finch 
was  Solicitor  General ;  and  upon  that  trial  your  Lordfliips  fee 
that  all  thefe  quelHons  were  put  without  any  objection. 

My  Lords,    the  next  is  Thomas  Rofewell's  cafe,  who  was 
indicted  for  preaching  a  treafonable  fermon ;  and  after  they  had 
given  evidence  to  eftablifh  the  charge,  he  called  witnefles  of  his 
own  congregation  to  prove  that  he  kept  the  30th  of  January  as  a 
faft,  and  that  they  never  knew  him  fpeak  any  thing  againft  the 
King  and  government,  though  the  publication  of  it  was  proved. 
My  Lord,  I  have  feen  this  queftion  brewing  for  fome  days,  and 
therefore,  thought  neceffary  to  prepare  for  it.     My  Lord,  a  fer- 
mon may  be  very  indecent,  very  libellous,  and  a  libei  of  a  treafon- 
able nature,  but  it  cannot  be  treafon.     A.  B.  C.  heard  him  fay 
the  words.     And  what  is  his  anfwer  ?  not  at  all  what  mine  is  j  he 
wanted  to  raife  before  the  Court  and  Jury,  a  probability  that  the 
witnefles  were  perjured  upon  the  ground  that  he  kept  a  faft,  and 
loved  that  government  which  he  thought  to  be  faithful  to  and 
fupport.     In  this  cafe,  the  charge  againft  my  client  is  that  he  has 
called  a  Convention.     For  what  ?    I  fay  to  do  that  which  all  the 
witnefles  have  been  fpeaking  of  j  they  fay  tKe  contrary,  and  they 
fay  he  not  only  did  it  for  the  purpofe  bf  fubverting  the  govern- 
ment, which  1  deny,  but  that  he  did  it  for  the  fulfilment  of 
another  purpofe,  which  I  alfo  deny.     Am  I  not  then  to  be  al- 
lowed the  benefit  to  be  derived  from  thefe  authorities,  to  defend 
this  poor  fhoemaker,   which  the  greateft  men  in  this  country 
ever  had  ? 

The  queftion  afked  by  Mr.  Rofewell,  of  the  witnefs,  was, 
tt  That  which  I  call  you  now  for,  is  to  teftify  what  you  heard 
upon  the  30th  of  January  from  me  about  praying  for  the  King 
and  all  in  authority?  Mr.  Atklnfon.  My  Lord,  he  kept  that 
day,  the  30th  of  January,  as  a  day  of  fafting  and  prayer,  and 
preached  from  that  text,  on  the  m  Tim.  ii«  i„  Pray  for  Kings 
and  all  in  authority"  That  is  not:  the  fermon  for  which  he  is 
indi&ed,  but  this  was  tofliew  the  improbability  of  his  preaching 
the  fermon  which  is  charged  in  the  indiftment ;  though  it  has 
been  faid  in  this  caufe,  that  a  man  may  be  a  republican  on  Mon- 
day, a  monarchical  man  on  Tuefday,  and  a  republican  again  on 
Wednefday. 

Mr.  Atkinfon  proceeds  in  his  evidence  for  Mr.  Rofewell,  and 
fays,  «  And  then  he  did  affert,  that  kingly  government  was  moft 
agreeable  to  the  word  of  God,  and  according  to  the  conftitution 
of  England. "  My  Lord,  it  may  be  neceffary  for  your  Lordfhip 
to  know  who  tried  this  caufe — it  was  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Jeffe- 
ries ;  and  he  did  not  even  fum  up  the  evidence  to  die  Jury,  but 
contented  himfelf  with  railing  againft  conventicles. 

My  Lord,  the  next  cafe  is  1  James  II.  1685,  Mr.  Cornifh's 
cafe ;  and  thefe  cafes  were  at  the  worft  of  times  in  the  country, 
When  Judges  were,  what  none  of  your  Lordihips  can  be,  men 
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dependent  upon  the  Crown.  My  Lord,  in  Mr.  Cornifli's  cafe 
lie  called  feveral  witneffes  to  teftify  his  loyalty,  and  though  the 
witneffes  were  difcouraged,  they  were  permitted  to  give  evidence 
•that  he  was  always  very  loyal,  and  often  drank  the  late  King's 
and  this  King's  health/'  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Jones  was  the 
Judge  in  the  caufe,  the  Attorney  General  was  Sir  Robert  Sawyer^ 
and  the  Solicitor  General  Mr.  Finch* 

My  Lord,  John  Afliton  was  indicted  for  attempting  to  de- 
throne King  William,  and  for  a  confpiracy  for  compaffing  the 
King's  death,  and  to  introduce  Popery.     In  anfwer  to  which  he 

ves  evidence,  to  be  found  in  the  State  Trials,  of  his  zeal  for 

e  Proteftant  religion,  and  his  hatred  to  Popery.  You  fay  that 
this  unfortunate  man  at  the  bar  confpired  to  hold  this  Conven- 
tion, which  was-fo  to  be  held  for  tj*e  purpofe  of  fubverting  the 
government,  depofing  the  King,  and  compaffing  his  death ;  and 
upon  this  cafe  it  is  unneceffary  for  me  to  maintain  what  the  illuf- 
trious  perfon  who  has  been  here  has  publifhed.  Whether  it  was 
wife  and  difcreet  in  the  Duke  of  Richmond  to  pubJift*  that,  I 
lave  nothing  to  do  with ;  but  if  my  client,  being  charged  with 
a  mifdemeanour,  had  been  tried  in  the  King's  Bench,  I  (hould 
not  have  feid  in  his  defence  you  have  only  publifhed  that  which 
the  Duke  of  Richmond  fet  you  the  example  of  publifhing,  be- 
cause if  a  publication  is  a  libel  at  one  time^  it  muft  be  fo  at  an- 
ether':  but  the  queftion  is,  What  was  the  mind  of  the  man  ?  and 
we  have  now  fcen  what  his  plan  was,  and  I  did  not  choofe  to  affront 
aNoble  and  Honourable  Lord*  It  would  have  been  a  fcandalous  in- 
fiilt  to  have  afked  him  if  he  had  any  intention  to  depofe  the  King 
or  compafs  his  death.  The  intererf  of  that  Noble  Lord  is  deeply 
concerned  in  the  welfare  of  the  ftate ;  he  is  of  the  feme  blood 
with  the  family  now  on  the  throne.  Then  I  wifh  to  know  if  I 
may  not  be  aljow;ed  to  afk  that  Gentleman  at  the  bar*  the  wit- 
nere>  this  queftion,  whether  his  plan  was  not  tliat  of  the  Duke 
ctf  Richmond  ? 

My  Lord,  in  the  cafe  I  laft  ftated,  Pr.  Fitzivilliam  fays,  «•  He  has 
always  taken  occafiori,that  I  know  feveral  times,  both  at  St.  James's 
and  at  Edinburgh,  to  fortify  his  zeal  againft  Popery."  Tne  very 
charge  being  to  reftore  King  James,  and  introduce  Popery,  which 
is  the  overt  ad  charged  in  the  indictment,  as  the  holding  of  the 
Convention  at  Edinburgh  is  the  overt  aft  in  this  indictment  -p 
and  he  was  permitted  to  bring  evidence  of  declarations  that  he 
tad  made  concerning  his  affection  to  King  William  and  Queen 
Mary.    This  trial  was  before  Lord  Chief  Jjuftipe  Holt, 

The  next  cafe  that  I  fliall  ftate  to  your  Lordfliip  is  that  of  Sir 
John  Friend,  who  was  indi&ed  for  compaffing  the  death  of  King 
Williamy  and  promoting  a  rebellion  in  the  realm ;  and  in  his  de- 
fence he  called  many  witneffes— not  to  character,  they  were  wit- 
neftes  befides  witneffes  to  character  j  for,  I  take  it,  the  meaning  of 
fbaradter  is  this ; — For  inftance,  I  (hall  fuppoje,  if  a  man  is 

charged 


f    2»     1 

charged*  with  a  crime  of  any  particular  defer?  ption,  fuppofe  a  mat* 

is  charged  with  an  unnatural  crime,  would  it  be  any  evidence  at 

all  of  that  man's  innocence  that  he  paid  his  bills  regularly,  and 

was  not  a  drfhoneft  man  ?     No !  your  examination  to  charafter 

muft  always  be  analogous  to  the  nature  of  the  charge,  and  jou 

muft  there  inqiiire  into  the  man's  chaftity,  into  the  man's  regard 

for  women,  and  his-  converfation,  to  (hew  the  improbability  of 

fuch  a  crime  being  committed  by  a  man  who  entertained  fuck 

opinions.     So  a  mam  indi&ed  for  a  robbery.    I  may  (hew  yon 

that  he  was  a  man  under  no  neceffity,  poilefled  a  large  fortune, 

whofe  ideas  were  moral,  and  totally  againft  fuch  an  idea.     That 

is  the  nature  of  chara&er.     And  I  nave  been  allowed  to  afk  as  to 

Hardy's  charader  for  peace,  that  is  his  general  character ;  a  <ii£- 

pofition  to  the  contrary  does  not  appear  in  public,  nor  does  it 

appear  in  private.    Out  of  the  fiilnefs  of  the  heart  the  mouth 

fpeaketh.     Sir  John  Friend  afks,  a  But  when  you  have  been  in 

my  company,  and  they  have  been  fpeaking  of  the  government^. 

what  have  I  faid  or  done  ?"    Is  that  any  thing  like  character i 

Suppofe  I  fhould  turn  about  to  Mr.  Stuart,  and  fay,  when  yoa 

have  been  fpeaking  of  the  government  with  Mr.  Hardy,  what  has 

he  faid  and  done  ?     And  if  my  learned  friend  choofes  to  clofc  the 

debate  here,  I  wfll  change  my  queftion.    What  does  he  fay  here? 

—-He  afks,  a  What  have  .you  heard  me  fpeak  of  the  French, 

and  about  any  thing  of  an  invafiort ;  how  I  would  venture  my 

life  for  the  Proteftant  religion,  or  any  thing  about  it?"    A  prettj 

handfome  leading  queftion  too. 

My  Lord,  the  minds  of  men  are  foothed  and  (bftened  ag  they 
ought  to  be,  when  "a  man,  after  the  whole  weight  and  artillery 
of  the  Crown  evidences,  comes  up  with  feeblenefc  and  innocence, 
to  make  his  defence.  .  The  Attorney  Gerfcral  cannot  think  that  I 
mean  to  infinuate  any  thine  difrefpe&ful  of  him ;  but  that  this 
Gentleman  may  have  the  full  meafiire,  for  I  think  he  has  juft  as 
little  right  to  have  any  more,  as  it  would  be  right  to  refuie  him 
that  which  he  is  entitled  to.  Lufton  fays,  "  I  have  often  heard 
you  lay  as  to  the  prefent  government,  that  though  you  could 
not  comply  with  it>  you  would  live  peaceably  under  it*  When 
we  have  been  talking  of  thefe  things,  you  faid  you  never  would 
be  in  a  plot-" 

Now  try  that,,  when  I  have  been  converfing  with  Mr.  Hardy, 
he  faid,  he  went  on  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan,  but  he  never 
would  be  concerned  in  any  force ;  he  never  would  be  concerned 
in  any  thing  that  was  a  confpiracy,  and  that  he  meant  to  limit  his 
intention  to  a  reform  in  Parliament  by  peaceable  means. 

The  next  is  in  the  8th  of  William  III.  the  cafe  pf  Peter 
Cook,  who  was  indi&ed  for  the  fametreafon  as  that  of  which  Sir 
John  Friend  was  convi&ed,  and  he  goes  into  the  fame  kind  of 
evidence  in  the  defence.  Serjeant  Dantall  was  Counfel  for  the 
prifoner,  and  I  will  give  you  the*W9rds :  u  What  haveycu  heard 
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the  prifoner  fay  about  our  fleet  or  army  ?"  What  has  that  to  do 
with  his  character  ?  The  probability  of  his  wifhing  to  bring  in, 
to  the  deftruction  of  the  army  and  navy,  a  foreign  Prince,  not 
recollecting  what  rights  belonged  to  the  people  of  this  country. 
He  fays,  u  I  have  heard  him  wifh  profperity  and  fuccefs  to  our 
fleet." 

My  Lord,  the  next  is  the  cafe  of  Damaree,  of  which  we  hear 
almoft  every  day.     Damaree,  who,  I  believe,  was  a  badge  wa- 
terman to  Queen  Anne,  was  tried  for  pulling  down  the  meeting- 
houfes,  and  which  was  held  to  be  a  conftructive  treafon  of  levying 
war.     Here  is  a  man  pulling  down  the  meeting-houfes :  I  care 
nothing  about  his  affection  or  his  difaffection ;  if  he  is  found 
pulling  down  a  meeting-houfe,  that  is  faid  by  the  law  to  be  high 
treafon.     In  that  cafe  he  abfolutely  does  an  aft,  which,  in  con- 
ftruction  of  law,  is  a  levying  war  againft  the  King.     It  is  very 
difficult  to  fay,  I  did  not  intend  to  levy  war.     But  this  is  not 
the  cafe.     Here  is  an  ambiguous  thing ;  a  thing  held,  if  not  to 
be  legal,  totally  different  to  that  in  the  indictment;  and  the  of- 
fice of  my  learned  friend  is  to  turn  it  round,  and  put  a  different 
conftruction  upon  it,    by  fattening  the  worft  conftruction  in  a 
criminal  cafe.     I  am  putting  that  probability  by  the  fame  rules 
of  evidence  ever  adopted ;  not  in  a  cafe  like  this,  where  the  in- 
tention conftitutes  the  crime,  where  it  is  voluntas  pro  fafto^  but 
even  where  it  is  fafta  pro  voluntate.     I  fay,  this  is  a  peculiar 
anomalous  cafe,  that,  its  parallel  is  not  to  be  found  throughout 
the  whole  circle  of  the  law  i  and  for  this  wife  reafon,  his  Ma- 
jefty's  life  is  fo  dear,    his  Majefty's  life  is  fo  interwoven  with 
the  whole  principle  of  the  ftate  i    his  life,  as  Chief  Magiftratc, 
being  that,  which,  if  defhoyed,  might  bring  on  a  convulfion  in 
the  country,    which  might  deprive  us  of  every   thing  that  is 
dear  to  us.     But  the  law  wifely  attributes  the  crime  to  the  inten- 
tion of  the  mind,  and  they  mult  fhew  that  the  acts  followed  from 
that  deteftable  purpofe.     When  that  is  the  cafe,  I  furely  have  a 
right  to  afk,  whether  this  prifoner  meant  to  proceed  on  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  plan,  and  leave  it  to  the  Jury  to  infer,  what  I 
thought  an  infult  to  afk,  what  a  perfon  of  illuftrious  birth  in- 
tended by  a  work  he  publilhed  fome  years  ajp.     But  furely  it 
goes  ftrongly  to  negative  that  which  conftitutes  thev  efTence  of 
this  crime.     My  Lord,  the  anfwer  given  in  that  cafe,  upon  an 
examination  by  Whi  taker,  who  was  Counfcl  for  Damaree,  was 
this :  u  Was  he  difaftedted  to  the  Qneen  and  government  ? — I 
believe  no  iriaa  better  affected.     At  any  times  when  there  have 
been  public  rejoicings  for  any  victories,  how  has  he  behaved  him- 
felf?" 

Now,  the  firft  queftion  is  upon  character  generally,  but  the 
fecond  is  to  what  he  has  faid.  How  has  he  behaved  at  times  of 
public  rejoicings  ?  When  you  have  converfed  with  him,  how 
has  he  declared  himfelf  ?    And  that  i$  not  a  queftion  to  character; 

the 
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the  meaning  of  chara&er  is  this :  from '  all  you  have  ever  heard 
of  this  man,  what  is  his  character  ?  But  here  the  queftion  is. 
tt  When  you  have  converfed  with  him,  how  has  he  declared 
himfelf? — Always  for  the  government."  Now  the  difference 
between  character  and  this  fpecies  of  evidence  is  this,  and  I 
wifh  the  Court  to  attend  to  it.  Character  is  this :  What  cha- 
racter has  the  perfon  ?  And  we  have  been,  I  confefs,  very  pro-* 
perly  restrained,  and  your  Lordfhip  has  told  us  of  it  in  a  very 
indulgent  way,  in  putting  the  queftions  to  character  in  an  im- 
proper manner:  character  is  the  flow  progreflive  influence  of 
opinion,  arifing  from  a  man's  deportment  in  fociety ;  a  man's 
conduct  extends  itfelf  from  one  circle  to  another,  till  it  fprcads 
itfelf  through  his  whole  life  \  but  this  cafe  it  totally  foreign  to 
that,  for  it  is  a  declaration  of  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  upon  con- 
verfation  upon  the  particular  occafion,  and  connected  with  the 
fubjecl.  I  will  not  trouble  your  Lordfhip  with  many  more  cafes, 
for  if  thefe  are  not  fuflficient  to  fupport  me,  none  can. 

The  next  is  the  trial  of  Francis  Francia.  In  his  defence  it 
was  afked,  "  What  do  you  know  of  the  prifoner's  behaviour  ?-— 
It  was  a  great  furprize  to  me,  when  I  heard  he  was  taken  up,  for 
he  ufed^often  to  drink  a  health  to  King  George/* 

In  Fitzharris's  cafe,  he  aflcs  a  witnefs,  if  he  thinks  he  com- 
mitted the  aft  with  which  he  was  charged  with  a  treafonable 
intention,  and  no  objection  was  made  to  it,  though  Jefferies  acted 
as  Chief  Juftice  upon  the  occafion.  I  am  obliged  to  do  that,  which 
it  was  my  privilege  to  do  fuppofing  thefe  authorities  to  be  out  of 
the  queftion,  and  fuppofing  this  had  not  exifted,  to  ftand  upon 
the  principles  of  the  criminal  law  of  England,  which  are  well 
known  to  your  Lordfhips,  without  being  obliged  to  look  up  to 
others. .  Your  Lordftiips  have  all  of  you  long  prefided  in  courts 
of  juftice,  and  I  am  fure,  in  criminal  courts,  your  Lordfhips 
have  had  great  experience,  and  muft  fee  that  when  this  cafe  is 
attended  to,  though  it  makes  the  overt  a<ft  charged  upon  the 
record,  treafon,  if  the  Jury  find  in  their  own  minds  any  thing  , 
which  creates  a  probability  to  the  contrary,  it  goes  to  negative? 
that  intention,  provided  it  be  rational,  provided  it  be  of  a  fort^ 
that  when  one  looks  round  and  round  it,  one  fees  nothing  by  which 
juftice  may  be  in  danger.  I  mould  be  extremely  forry  to  prefs 
in  the  moft  criminal  cafe. — 1  would  not,  if  I  could  help  it,  prefs 
for  any  thing  which  had  not  been  indulged  to  others  in  a  fimilar 
cafe.  I  wi/h  as  much  as  any  fubjecl  can  wifh,  that  the  law  of  the 
land  fhould  be  adminiftered  fairly  and  impartially ;  that  one  man 
fliould  have  as  much  as  another  man,  and  neither  lefs  nor  more : 
ail  I  can  fay  is,  that  I  have  ftated  the  cafes,  and  I  would  not  have 
troubled  your  Lordfhips  with  them,  but  I  confidered  it  as  a  matter 
°f  importance*  not  only  to  the  adminiftration  of  juftice  generally, 
but  as  it  refpefts  the  cafe  of  the  prifoner  at  the  bar-' 
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Mr.  Gibbs.  My  Lord,  I  fubmit  to  your  Lordfhips  this  evidence 
is  admiffible.  My  learned  friend,  Mr.  Erfkine,  has  {rated  the 
law;  and  k  is  not  neceflary  for  me  to  trouble  your Lordfhip  upon 
that  part  of  the  cafe ;  but  it  feeras  to  me  thai  evidence  explaining^ 
the  intension  of  an  overt  aft,  that  overt  aft  being  charged  in  the 
indiftment,.  muft  be  admiffible. 

Your  Lordfhip  will  find  it  laid  down  in  Lord  Hale,  that  an 
overt  aft,  indifferent  in  its  nature,  may  yet  be  explained  to  be  an 
overt  aft,  tending  to  {hew  the  purpofe  conceived  by  the  prifoner 
of  deftroying  the  government..  For  inftance,  the  ad  charged 
upon  this  record  is  an  indifferent  aft,  and  the  purpofe  conftitutes 
the  crime,  whereby  it  becomes  an  overt  aft  of  compaffing  the 
King's  death.  They  have  a  right  to  examine  to  words  fpoken 
elfewhere.  So  in  many  other  cafes,  I  take  it,  words  fpoken  by 
a  man,  not  only  at  the  time  of  the  overt  aft,,  but  before  that  time, 
there  is  no  limitation  of  time  that  the  Crown  has  of  that  fort ; 
but  words  fpoken  by  the  prifoner  charged  with-  the  overt  aft  of 
compaffing  the  King's  death,  are.  always  admitted  as  evidence  to* 
explain  the  overt  aft  charged,  and  fo  rriakethat  which  is  indif- 
ferent in  itfelf,  criminal-  Now,  my  Lords,  if  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown  they  have  a  right  to  produce  fuch  evidence,  fiirely  it  fol- 
lows, as  a  matter  of  courfe,  mpon  the  principle,  of  acjminiftring 
equal  juftice  to  the  accufer  and  the  accufed,  that  whatever  he  has 
faid  upon  the  fame  fubjeft  that  tends  to  give  an  innocent  com- 
plexion to  the  aft,  inftead  of  a  criminal,  one,  it  {hall  be  compe- 
tent to  him  to  give  fuch  evidence.. 

My  Lords,  I  take  the  diftinftion  to  be  this :  that  rf  what  is 
charged  upon  a  man  be  a  thing  done,  you  cannot  give'  in  evi- 
dence, in  any  cafe1  that  the  prifoner  has  denied  that  he  did  the 
thing ;  that  I  take  to  be  clear.  The  Crown,  in  that  cafe,  may 
give  evidence*,  that  the  prifoner  did  at  any  time  admit  that  he  did 
the  thing  $  the  prifoner  cannot  anfwer  that,  by  {hewing  that  at 
another  time  he  faid  he  had  not  done  it :  but  the  witnefs  may  be 
crofs-examined,  whether  he  did  not,  at  the  fune  time,  hold  other 
converfations,  to  explain  the  tendency  of  that  firft  converfation* 
But  we  have  it  not  in  queftion  whether  he  committed  the  overt 
aft  ftated  in  the  indiftment,  but  whether,  in  committing  that  overt 
aft,  he  had  a  particular  defign. 

Lord  PrefidenU  Here  the  defign  is  part  of  the  overt  aft,  it  is 
dejeribed  as  fuch. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  I  will  fuppofe  that  the  overt  aft  of  compaffing  the 
King's  death  is  the  confulting  to  call  together  a  Convention  with 
the  defign  of  depofing  the  King ;  which  Convention,  having  en- 
tertained the  defign  of  depofing  the  King,  is  ftated  to  be  held  in 
furtherance  of  the  treafon  firft  laid  in  the  indiftment  of  com- 
paring the  King's  death*  which  is  ftated  thus :  That  he,  with 
others,,  for  the  purpofe  of  compaffing  that  treafon  in  the  former 
part  of  the  indictment,  did  confpire  with  others  to  call  together 
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a  Convention,  to  fubver*  the  government,  and  to  depofe  the 
Xing,  I  know  we  have  before  the  Jury  both  the  faft  and  de- 
fign— namely,  'the  faft  of  having  held  the  Convention,  and  the 
defign  of  comparing  the  death  of  the  King :  but  we  are  to  prove 
that  he  did  not  hold  it  with  any  criminal  defign.  I  could  not 
,  bring  any  evidence  of  what  he  laid,  to  (hew  that  he  had  not  held 
this  Convention ;  but  we  Jubmit  to  your  Lordftiip,  that  in  order 
to  (hew  that  that  Convention  was  held,  not  for  the  defign  which 
-the  Crown  imputes  to  us,  but  for  an  innocent  defign,  we  may  go 
into  evidence  of  what  the  prifoner  has  at  other  times  declared; 
iriafmuch  as  they  have  gone  into  evidence  of  things  done,  and 
words  (poken  by  him,  at  any  time  of  his  life ;  and  not  only  that, 
but  they  have  been  pernytted  to  go  into  evidence  of  what  any 
member  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  of  what  any 
member  of  theConftitutional  Society,  or  any  members  of  any 
focietics  correfponding  with  thofe  focieties  have  faid,  to  (hew  that 
their  intention  was  to  depofe  the  King.  We  only  wi(h  to  go  into 
declarations  of  the  prifoner  himfelf,  to  difcover  his  mind ;  not 
that  he  did  not  do  the  a£r,  but  that  the  defign  with  which  he  did 
the  a&  was  different  to  that  which  the  Crown  imputes  to  him. 

Mv  Lord,  I  was  going  to  put  a  cafe,  which  I  forgot  in  the 
courfe  of  the  argument,  not  unlike  this,  and  which  was  fuggefted 
upon  your  Lordfliip's  faying,  that  here  the  defign  is  a  part  of  the 
overt  a£t,  and  it  is  defcribed  as  fuch.  Suppofe  a  cafe  of  murder — 
fuppofed  it  plainly  proved  that  the  prifoner  did  kilUthe  deceafed, 
and  fuppofe  the  queftion  is,  whether  it  be  murder  or  man flaughter; 
that  will  turn  upon  the  intent.  In  that  cafejt  is  the  conftant 
pra&ice  to  receive  evidence  of  the  declarations  of  the  prifoner  of 
his  good-will  and  friendfhip  to  the  deceafed.  And  why  are  thefe 
declarations  received  ?  I  am  fure,  that  in  innumerable  cafes  I  have 
heard  declarations  in  evidence  of  good-will  from  the  prifoner  to 
the  deceafed,  when  it  has  been  admitted  that  he  aftually  gave  the 
fatal  blow.  And,  my  Lord,  that  rule  is  not  confined,  I  conceive, 
to  declarations  immediately  upon  the  commiffion  of  the  a<St,  but 
at  any  time  either  before  or  after  the  blow  is  given.  So  here  the 
holding  the  Convention  is  admitted ;  and  thefe  declarations  are  ad- 
mitted, to  (hew  the  intent  of  mind  with  which  he  did  it:  we  offer 
.  them  to  (hew  what  his  intention  was  in  calling  this  Convention; 
whether  the  defign  the  Attorney  General  fixes  upon  it,  or  an  in- 
nocent one.  We  fubmit  to  your  Lordfliip,  that  the  declarations  of 
the  prifoner  ought  to  be  admitted  in  evidence,  to  (hew  that  the  ob- 
je&  of  the  prifoner  in  calling  the  Convention  was, an  innocent  one. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  My  Lords,  I  (hall  .trouble  your  Lord- 
(hip,  in  the  firit  place,  with  the  objeftion  which  I  have  to  the 
queftion  that  was  addrefled  by  my  learned  friend  to  the  witnefs  at 
the  bar.  I  hoped  that  that  objeftion  had  followed  fo  imme- 
diately upon  that  conduct,  which,  I  am  perfuaded,  betrayed  on 
cay  part  no  wUh  to  (hut  out  any  evidence  that  appeared  admiffible, 
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that  my  learned  friend  would  finCerely  have  given  me  credit,  as 
he  now  ftates  that  he.  does,  for  making  .this  objection  upon  a  pub- 
lic principle.  I  beg  to  fay  again,  what  I  have  had  occafion  to  fay 
before  in  the  courfe  of  this  trial,  that  it  belongs  to  every  man  in 
a  court  of  juftice,  as  well  as  elfewhere,  to  be  liable  to  error.  It 
is  not,  therefore,  with  any  confidence  that  I  mud  be  rigbt  in  the 
objection  which  I  take,  that  I  prefume  to  trouble  your  Lordfhip 
with  ftating  it ;  but  it  is  in  confequence  of  an  opinion  that  I  hold 
that  I  am  rightr  And  if  that  be  my  ferious  opinion,  recolleding 
that  I  ftand  here  as  the  profecutor  for  the  public,  I  am  not  at  li- 
berty, whatever  my  inclination  might  be,  to  facrifice  what  appears 
to  my  own  mind,  to  be  a  great  principle  in  judicature,  adopted 
and  a&ed  upon  for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  and  the  body  of 
the  public,  including  every  individual  who  forms  a  part  of  it. 

Now  when  my  learned  friend  ftated  to  your  Lordfhip,  that  he 
had  feen  this  objc&ion  brewing  fome  days,  you  will  allow  me  to 
ftate,  which  I  do  upon  my  perfonal  honour,  if  neceflary,  that  fo 
far  from  brewing,  it  may  perhaps  be  the  truth,  that  I  do  not  look 
forward  enough  in  cafes.  But  I  did  not  forefee  that  fuch  evi- 
dence could  be  offered :  but  the  able  way  in  which,  my  learned 
friend  has  argued  it,  fhews  that  it  was  an  obje&ion  that  had  at 
leaft  colour  enough  about  it  to  invite  the  minds  of  two  very  able 
Counfel  to  confider  the  fubjeft,  with  a  view  to  repel  the  objec- 
tion, in  cafe  the  obje&ion  mould  be  taken. 

Having  ftated  thus  much,  what  your  Lordfhip  has  heard  with 
refped  to  the  cafe  of  Holt,  and  an  expreflion  which  has  fallen 
from  my  learned  friend  in  the  difcuffing  of  this  objection,  I  hope 
it  will  not  make  it  appear  to  thofe  to  whom  I  am  now  addr  effing 
myfelf,  improper  to  make  this  obfervation  upon  the  cafe  of  Holt. 
My  Lord,  in  that  cafe,  when  the  evidence  was  objeded  to,  when 
a  motion  was  made  for  a  new  trial,  becaufe  Mr.  Juftice  Wilfon 
was  fuppofed  to  have  reje&ed  evidence  which  he  ought  to  have 
admitted,  my  learned  friend,  in  difcharge  of  the  duty  which  he 
owes  to  his  client,  contended  as-ftrongly,.  that  that  evidence  was 
admiftible,  as  he  has  done- this  day  that  this  evidence  is  admiffible. 
And  I  am  perfuaded,  that  if  any  man  liad  left  the  Court  after 
they  had  heard  my  learned  friend,  they  would  have  gone  out  of 
the  Court  with  an  opinion,   which  I  hope  my  learned  friend 
will  not  be  too  incautioufly   induftrious  in  propagating — that 
there  was  a  difference  in  the  law  of  evidence,  as  it  aftefted  a 
newfpaper  printer  in  Newark,   and  as  it  affedied  fucji  papers 
which  he  propofed  to  adduce  in  evidence.    I  fay  incautioufly; 
and-I  think  it  my  duty  to  do  it,  becaufe,  in  the  courfe;  of  a  trial 
affecting  the  life  of  the  perfon  who  nqw  ftands  at  this  bar,  and 
not  only  arFeftiitg  his  life,  but  affe&ingthe  intereit  which  every 
man  in  this  country  has  in  his  own  life,  and  affe&ing  every  in- 
tereft  that  can  be  dear  to  him,  I  wifh  my  learned  friend  would 
at  once  either  decline  talking  of  the  difference  between  poor 
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fhoemakers  and  other  men,  or  that  he  would  ftate  the  facts  upon 
which  he  holds  fuch  fort  of  language.  My  Lord,  we  live  in  a 
country  in  which  the  providence  of  the  law,  like  the  providence 
of  God,  is  over  us  all,  high  and  low,  rich  arid  poor ;  and 
fpeaking  for  myfelf,  I  wifh  to  be  difgraced  this  moment,  if,  in 
the  courfe  of  this  trial,  I  have,  or  can  conduct  myfelf  in  fuch  a 
manner  as  not  to  do  that  juftice  to  this  prifoner  which  the  law 
means  fhould  be  done  to  him.  I  fhould  think  myfelf  deferving  of 
that  death,  and  ten  fuch  deaths  as  the  prifoner,  if  he  is  found 

fuilty,  will  be  liable  to.     My  Lords,  having  ftated  thus  much, 
agree  that  the  queftion  with  refpect  to  the  effect  of  evidence, 
and  the  admiffibility  of  evidence,    is  a  perfectly  diftinct  quef- 
tion ;  for  inftance,  if  in  the  cafe  of  any  perfon  you  find  him  at  a 
tavern,    fpeaking  refpectably  of  the  hereditary  nobility  of  the 
country,  and  of  his  Majefty,  and  the  fituation  and  character 
which  he  holds  in  this  country ;  and  if  with  refpect  to  a  perfon 
holding  that  language,  we  find  papers  in  which  he  holds  a  per- 
fectly different  language,  the  fact  whether  he  held  that  convert 
fation  at  that  tavern  may  or  not  be  evidence  according  to  the 
circumitances  in  which  that  converfation  is  held :  in  this  cafe  it 
has  been  given  in  evidence,  that  Mr.  Home  Tooke,  one  of  the 
perfons  whofe  name  occurs  in  this  .ndictment,  at  the  Crown 
and  Anchor,  upon  the  2d  May,  1792,  fpoke  with  great  refpect 
of  the  hereditary  nobility  of  the  country,  and  with  refpect  of 
the  King.     Why  is  this  evidence  ?     Becaufe  it  was  a  tranfac- 
tion  of  the  two  focieties  met  in  the  courfe  of  the  bufinefs  which 
they  had  been  doing  in  the  courfe  of  the  year,  and  it  came  out 
alio  upon  the  crofs-examination,  which  is  another  circumftance 
that  will  require  to  be  materially  attended  to;  fo  with  refpect  to 
the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  if,  for  inftance,  there  has  been  evidence 
given  of  the  effect  of  his  cenverfation,  of  the  language  which 
he  held,  that  it  was  fuch  language  as  prudence  would  permit ; 
that  he  received  papers  which  he  did  not  communicate  to  the 
fociety ;  but  it  appears,  that  in  private  correfpondence  he  talked 
of  monarchy   being  ripped  up  by  the  roots,   and  democracy 
placed  in  its  ftead.     I  fay,  there  may  be  given  in  evidence  a 
great  number  of  converfations  which  this  per  ion  has  held-;  but 
the  queftion  is,  whether  a  declaration  a  man  has  held,  is  a  de- 
claration given  under  fuch  circumftances,  and  at  fuch  a  time  as 
gives  that  converfation  the  character  of  evidence. 

Now,  with  refpect  to  Lord  George  Gordon's  cafe ;  to  begin 
with  that  which  is  the  lalt  cafe;  in  his  cafe,,  if  I  recollect 
rightly,  the  principle  upon  which  the  declarations  were  received 
in  evidence  was  this — that  in  that  cafe'  the  declarations  were  at 
the  aera  of  the  fact ;  for  whatever  declaration  accompanies  the 
tranfaction,  that  declaration  is  a  part  of  the  tranfaction  that  is 
done:  upon  that  ground,  they  were  admitted:  it  does  not  refpect 
the  obfervation  that  Lord  George  Gordon  went  to  fame  magi- 
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ftrate  or  Tome  other  perfon  while  the  mob  were  ovcf-ruling  the 
civil  power  of  the  country ;  for  any  conyerfation  held  by  Lord 
George  Gordon  during  the  exiftence  of  thefe  riots,  and  with 
reference  to  them,  he  being  a  party  in  them,  was  a  declaration 
made  at  the  time*  and  therefore  was  connected  with  the  tranV- 
a&ion. 

With  refpeft  to  the  cafe  which  was  ftated  laft  by  my  learned 
Friend*  Crohagan's  cafe,  I  take  that  to  be  diftinguifhable  from 
the  prefent  evidence  upon  the  fame  principle.  That  was  a  cafe 
with  a  view  to  prove  the  intent  with  which  a  man  came  into 
England :  he  declared  he  would  come  into  England  to  kill  the 
King,  and  he  did  come  into  England ;  and  upon  the  whole  rf 
the  evidence,  the  coming  into  England  imde  a  part  of  the 
tranfa&ion,  and  the  declaration  made  it  an  overt  a£l  >  becaufe 
it  was  then  underftood  to  be  a.  fad  done  with  the  intention 
which  the  indictment  imputed. 

With  refpeS  to  the  fermon  of  Rofewell,  my  learned  friend 
has  faid  no  fermon  can  be  faid  to  be  high  treafon :  I  will  not 
argue  it ;  but  it  is  dangerous  to  ftate  it  fo  largely. 

Mr.  Erfkine.  I  faid  a  fermon  not  fpokenin  pursuance  of  the 
plan. 

Mr.  Attorney  General  It  is  matter  of  good  fortune  then  that 
I  have  ftated  that,  becaufe  it  does  happen,  that  in  the  courfc  of 
what  Counfel  are  ftating,  that  they  are  frequently  miftaken.  I 
can  only  fay  for  myfelf,  that  thofe  whole  attention  is  called  to 
object  to  tnings  that  do  really  fall  from  gentlemen,  and  who 
ought  to  hear  them,  are  liable  to  err. 

My  Lord,  what  was  the  evidence  in  the  cafe  .of  Rofewell 
and  many  others,  to  which  my  learned  friend  has  alluded  \  h 
the  firft  place,  he  has  not  tola  you  who  were  the  witnelfcs  that 
were  allowed  to  fpeak  to  thofe  jads:  he  has  not  told  ybu  whether 
thofe  circumftances  syere  afked  them  upon  crofs-examination; 
he  has  not  told  you  whether  the  witnefles  were  called  to  gertfcl 
character,  and  then  gave  in  evidence  , thofe  circumftances  in 
explanation  of  the  general  character  which  they  had  given;  k 
has  not  told  you  whether  the  witnefles,  who  fpoke  to  thofe  par- 
ticular declarations,  were  fpeaking  to  declarations  which  did  or 
did  not  pafs  in  the  courfe  of  the  very  tranfaclion  which  theft 
witnefles  were  called  to  prove.  I  don't  mean  to  contend  in  this 
cafe>  for  inftance,  that  it  would  not  be  competent  to  my  learned 
friend  to  ftate  every  word  he  ever  faid  in  the  Correfponding  So- 
ciety— every  word  he  ever  faid  in  his  correfpondence  with  other 
focieties — every  word  he  ever  faid  in  the  .Conftitutional  Society 
— every  word  which  can  be  {hewn  upon  the  evidence  propofed, 
or  can  be  fairly  faid  to  have  any  connexion  with  the  tranfaSion 
before  the  Court;  but  what  I  objeft  to,  is,  that  you  fhall  not  call 
a  witnefe  who  is  not  a  member  of  thefe  focieties,  who  has  told 
you  that  he  has  had  converfations  with  the  prifoner,  and  that  you 
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fhould  aflc  the  witnefs,  not  this  queftion,  Whether,  in  the  courfe 
of  this  tranfa&ion  connected  with  the  fubjeet  now  before  the 
Court,  Mr.  Hardy  made  a  declaration,  which  may  be  confidered 
as  a  part  of  that  tranfaftion  ;  but  that  you  ftiould  afk  what  were 
the  declarations  of  Mr.  Hardy  at  any  time,  without  connection 
with  the  matter  the  fubjefi  of  the  prefent  enquiry.  This  is  go- 
ing a  very  great  way ;  but  I  wifti  my  learned  friends  to  confider^ 
if  this  principle  is  to  operate  for  a  prifoner,  what  will  it  not  let 
in  againft  a  prifoner  ?  I  will  admit  there  may  be  cafes  in  which 
this  fort  of  evidence  may  be  let  in,  but  which,  upon  my  prefent 
opinions  of  evidence,  I  have  not  thought  myfelf  entitled  to  offer 
in  this  caufe. 

Mr.  Solicitor  General.  My  Lord,  I  (hall  trouble  your  Lordfhipv 
to  ftate  the  extent  to  which  this  principle  goes,  and  how  extremely 
important  it  is  to  attend  to-  the  manner  in  virhich  thefe  declarations 
are  attempted  to  be  introduced.  They  are  often  thought  un- 
important in  particular  trials,  and  therefore  not  obje&ed  to.  No- 
thing could  (hew  it  in  a  more  ftriking  light  than  that  queftion  in 
Fitzharris's  cafe,  whether  it  was  thought  that  that  aft  was  done 
with  a  treafonable  intention  or  not ;  which  queftion  was  the  very 
queftion  for  the  Jury  to  decide;  and  which  fhews,  that  in  trials 
of  this  nature  things  are  frequently  paffed  over  which  ought  to 
be  objected m  to,  and  moft  efpecially  on  the  part%of  the  Crown* 
upon  which  it  is  conftantly  faid  to  be  opprefling  the  prifoner  too 
far.  That  fort  of  odium  being  conftantly  attempted  to  be  thrown 
upon  every  Crown  profecution,  thofe  who  are  employed  by  the 
Crown  are  always  extremely  anxious  not  to  raife  objections  where 
they  do  not  think  the  general  necafiity  of  public  juftice  requires 
they  fhould  be  raifed.  "Now  the  objection  here,  I  believe,  is 
railed  limply  upon  the  grounds  of  the  general  ncceffity  of  public 
juftice,  at  leaft  as  for  myfelf;  and  with  that  view,  I  have  been 
io  for  from  objecting  to  the  queftions  being  put,  that  I  have  fat 
filent,  •  till  now,  during  alrnoft  the  whole  of  this  trial.  But  it 
ftrilces  me,  that  the  rules  and  principles  of  law,  and  efpecially  of 
the  law  of  evidence  in  criminal  matters,  ought  to  be  attended  to 
with  a  very  confiderable  degree  of  caution  and  care  ;  for  unlefs. 
they  are  attended  to,  it  is  impoflible  to  fay  to  what  extent,  upon 
the  authority  of  particular  cafes>  they  may  not  be  carried.  I 
conceive  that  a  queftion,  which  went  to  a  particular  fact,  not  re- 
lative to  the  charge  of  the  very  fact  which  was  in  queftion,  never 
could  in  its  nature  be  afked  with  a  view  to  try  the  truth  of  the 
particular  charge.  General  character  may  be  given  in  evidence, 
general  conduct  may  be  given  in  evidence,  conduct  being  in 
effeft  part  of  character  *  but  I  never  did  conceive  that  in  any  cafe 
whatever,  if  a  man  was  trying  for  any  act  whatever,  that  you 
could  give  in  evidence  any  particular  acts  that  he  had  done  at  <u\y 
Particular  time  under  funilar  circumftances  ;  and  the  queftion 
now  attempted  to  be  put  appears  to  mc  to  be  of  that  nature. 


» 


f  320  ] 

My  Lord,  If  that  queftion  be  put,  why  may  not  the  prisoner  at 
the  bar  give  in  evidence  every  letter  to  any  perfon  whatever,  upon 
political  fubjects,  in  which  he  may  have  ftated  declarations  of 
that  nature,  with  a,  view  to  this  very  profecution  ?  It  ftrikes  me, 
if  this  is  confidered,  the  danger  of  admitting;  fuch  evidence  is 
confiderable,  and  is  contrary  to  the  principles  upon  which  all 
Courts  proceed.  If  your  Lordfhips  advert  to  the  cafes  cited  bv 
Mr.  Erfkine,  and  fee  the  manner  in  which  he  has  ftated  them,  how 
thofe  cafes  prefs  upon  this  queftion,  I  think  your  Lordfhips  will 
find,  that  except  as  inadvertence  may  have  permitted  queftions  to 
pafe  unnoticed,  they  do  not  prefs  very  hard  upon  the  cafe. 

With  refpeS  to  the  cafe  of  Lord  George  Gordon,  I  have 
looked,  and  in  the  trial  it  does  not  appear  to  me  that  any  one 
queftion  was  put  with  refpect  to  the  words  of  Lord  George  Gor- 
don at  any  time,  which  did  not,  in  effecl,  form  a  part  of  nis  con- 
duct in  the  very  tranfaction  in  queftion.  For  inftance,  where  in 
pulling  down  a  houfe,  the  general  cry  of  the  mob  is  given  in  evi- 
dence, becaufe  it  became  a  part  of  the  tranfaction  at  the  time- 
With  refpect  to  the  other  cafes,  I  think  it  will  be  found,  that  the 
queftions  were  put  on  the  crofs-examination  of  the  witnefles,  and 
not  upon  any  original  examination  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner 
himfelf,  for  the  purpofe  of  Ihewing  by  what  he  did  at  one  time, 
what  it  was  his  intention  of  doing  at  another  time* 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  aver  they  have  all  been  taken  from  the  State 
Trials,  and  are  all  upon  original  examinations. 

Mr.  Solicitor  General.  Then  I  will  a  little  advert  to  feme  of 
them  in  Mr.  Cornifli's  cafe.     What  was  it  ?    He  called  feveral 
people  to  teftify  his  loyalty,  and  that  he  drank  the  King's  health. 
Does  that  warrant  the  queftion  which  the  learned  Counfel  was 
going  to  put  to  Mr.  Stuart,  with  refpeft  to  Mr.  Hardy's  particu- 
lar objec~t  in  a  particular  thing;  for  that  is  the  nature  of  the 
queftion  he  was  going  to  put.     And  in  Sir  John  Friend's  cafe, 
what  are  the  questions  that  are  put  ?     u  When  you  have  been 
prefent  in  company,  and  they  have  been  fpeaking  upon  the  fub- 
jeft  of  government,    what  has  he  faid  and  done?"     Why  he 
ufed  to  fay,   tt  Forbear,  I  don't  admit  of  any  fuch  difcourfe." 
That  is  evidence  of  his  general  conduct  with  refpect  to  the  go- 
vernment of  the  country,  and  his  views  and  intentions  as  to  that 
government.     Then,  1  think,  he  fays,  "  Although  you  would 
not  comply  with   it,    yet  you   would  live  peaceably  under  it. 
When  we  have  been  talking  of  thefe  things,  you  faid  you  never 
would  be 'in  a  plot."     I  think  that  expreffion  muft  have  been 
upon  crofs-examination,  and  by  a  perfon  called  to  give  evidence 
of  the  plot.     But  what  is  the  fact  of  his  cafe  ?  That  though  he 
faid  he  never  would  be  concerned  in  the  plot,  it  is  proved,  as 
clear  as  day-light,  that  he  was  guilty.     Your  Lordfhip  fees  the 
nature  of  thefe  declarations.     Would  it  be  permitted  upon  a  trial 
for  murder,  to  give  it  in  evidence  that  the  man  faid  he  never 
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Would  commit  a  murder  ?  and  yet,  I  think,  as  far  as  I  can  cot- 
left  from   my  learned  friends,   it  is  that  fort  of  evidence,  and 
therefore  I  think  it  muft  have  been  upon  a  crofs-examination* 
Mr.  Erskine.     I  tell  you  it  is  not. 
Mr.  Solicitor  General.    Then  I  do  not  underfland  it.1 
Mr-  Erskine.    I  believe  you  do  not. 

Mr.  Solicitor  General.  The  way,  Sir,  in  which  you  have 
treated  rile  perfonally  throughout  this  trial  has  been  fudi  as  re- 
flects upon  my  condulh  I  will  not  fubmit  to  any  man  for 
knowledge  in  law,  and  I  am  not  ufed  to  talk  of  my  own  abili- 
ties of  knowledge  in  law,  but  I  will  not  be  taught  by  you,  or 
any  other  perfon,  propriety  of  conduit  .either  in  a  civil  or  cri- 
minal cafe.  I  believe  I  know  my  duty  in  both  as  well  as  you 
do;  and  I  truft  I  fhall  follow  it. 

My  Lord,  the  next  is  Damaree's  cafe ;  and  in  order  to  fliew 
his  affection  to  the  government,  it  is  aflted,  How  has  he  be- 
haved ?  Is  that  any  thing, more  than  evidence  of  a  general  de- 
portment ? 

With  refpect  to  RofewelFs  cafe,  it  feems  to  me,  that  that  is 
in  a ,  great  degree  general ;  though  I  muft  confefs  it  is  likewife 
a  cafe  in  which  I  think  there  is  a  degree  x>f  inaccuracy,  in  per- 
mitting the  queftion  to  be  put  in  the  way  in  which  it  was  put ; 
but  it  tended  Amply  to  this — Whether  his  general  deportment 
was  that  which  was  loyal,  and  of  a  man  attached  to  the  govern- 
ment i  and  nothing  more.     As  to  what  my  learned  friend  faid 
with  refpect  to  a  ferraon  being  treafon  or  not,  I  think  it  will  be 
found  in  the  hiftory  of  our  country,  that  a  fermon  preached  by 
Dr.  Shaw,  at  Paul's  Crofs,  to  excite  the  people  to  rife,  and  put 
King  Richard  III.  upon  the  throne,  was  as  clear  an  overt  ad  of 
high  treafon  as  could  be  committed.     I  mention  this,  becaufe 
the  words  my  learned  friend  faid  he  made  ufe  of,  did  efcape  my 
ear,  as  w«U  as  my  learned  friend's,  the  Attorney  General^  and 
I  do  allure  him,  that  I  took  down  upon  the  margin  of  m}|  brief 
that  very  cafe,  which  I  could  not  have  taken  down  if  I  had  not 
fuppofed  he  had  (aid  fo,  and  which  I  dare  fay. he  did.     In  con- 
ference of  this,  a  rule  (hould  be  laid  down,  which  we  fhould 
underftand.     Thofe  queftions  which  affect  his  general  conduct 
have  been  afked  over  and  over  again,  without  objection.     I  de- 
clare I  would  fooner  afk  the  queftion  than  not ;  yet  for  the  fake 
of  the  general  principles  of  public  juftice,  and  for  the  fake  „of 
perfons  holding  the  office  of  Attorney  General,  that  it  may  not 
be  faid  that  in  this  trial  (and  a  folemn  one  I  truft  it  will  be) 
fuch  and  fuch  evidence  was  admitted  to  be  given.     I  think  it 
important  that  your  Lordfhip  (hould  lay  down  fome  rule. 

Mr.  Boiver.     My  Lord,  notwithftanding  this  is  a  criminal 

safe*  and  affecting  the  life  of  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  I  make  no 

apology  at  all  for  the  obfervations  I  am  about  to  make,  becaufe 

1  am  confcious  that  neither  myfelf  nor  any  gentleman  can  pof- 
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fibly  conceive  the  purpofe  of  preffing  evidence  againft  the  pri- 
foner that  they  do  not  think  is  evidence.     I  am  fure  there  is  not 
a  creature  about  us  who  can  conceive  fuch  an  idea  to  enter  into 
the  heart  of  any  of  us  $  but  I  truft  this  cafe  is  to  be  tried  upon 
the  fame  principle  of  evidence  as  alt  other  cafes  are  tried,  and 
it  is  our  duty  to  refift  the  admiiRon  of  any  evidence  we  think 
not  to  be  legal,  as  much'  as  if  we  were  trying  a  common  action 
of  afiauft  and  battery,  or  "in  which  a  quenion  could  arife  upon 
any  fubject  the  moft  trifling  that  the  imagination  can  conceive 
I  nave  always  understood,  that  the  declarations  of  parties  are 
evidence,  either  only  in  cafes  where  they  accompany  the  aft  at 
the  time  they  are  made,  or  where  they  have  been  made  at  dif- 
ferent times,  and  under  different  circumstances,  totally  uncon- 
nected with  that  fact  which  is  the  queftion  of  difcufiion   in  the 
Court;  in  which  cafe  they  have  always  been  received   in  the 
nature  of  fads,  or  rather  as  circumfrances  by  which  the  general 
intention  of  the  party  is  to  be  judged  of;  becaufe  in  that  cafe  it 
mud   be   taken,  that  it  could  anfwer  no  particular    purpofe. 
And,  my  Lord,  every  cafe  which  Mr.  Erfkine  has  cited,  in  my 
opinion,  goes  upon  the  principle  I  am  now  ftating ;  and  if  your 
Lordfliips  examine  them  one  by  one,  you  will  find  that  every 
one  of  them  has  been  to  fhew  the  general  conduct  and  character 
of  the  prifoner  in  circumftahces,  and  upon  occafions,  no  ways 
connected  with  the  crime  of  which  he  was  then  accufed,  but  as 
circumitances   and    declarations    in  fituations  from  which  the 
Jury  can   collect    the  intention  of  the  prifoner.     In  cafes  of 
murder,  it  is  true,  that  the  prifoner  is  always  entitled  to  prove 
that  he  has  fhewn  acts  of  kindnefs  to  the  deceafed,  and  ex- 
prefled  himfelf  kindly  towards  him;   and  they  are  offered  to 
{hew,  that  it  was  the  general  difpofition  of  the  prifoner  towards 
the  deceafed,  from  which  the  Jury  may  collect  that  it  could  not 
be  his  intention  to  commit  that  murder  which  is  imputed  .to  him. 
But  did  any  man  alive  ever  hear  it  afked  of  a  witnefs  in  that 
cafe,  whether  he  had  ever  heard  the  prifoner  iky,  he  intended  to 
kill  the  deceafed  ?     In  the  whole  of  the  cafe  cited  by  my  learned 
friend,  in  which  he  has  laid  the  Judgement  of  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench  went  along  with  the  judgement  of  a  learnt  d  Judge 
« deceafed,  when  the  fact  was  proved  that  the  libel  was  published 
fo  and  fo,  it  was  not  competent  to  that  perfon  to  ftate  how  and 
tor  whom  he  had  done  that  aft  fo  charged. 

In  Lord  George  Gordon's  cafe,  the  declarations  there  re- 
ceived come  under  the  other  principle :  they  are  all  of  them 
properly  received,  becaufe  they  were  declarations  immediately 
preceding  or  following  the  act,  fo  as  to  be  confidered  as  ac- 
companying the  fact,  and  have  always  been  received.  Decla- 
rations accompanying  the  fact  are  a  part  of  the  fact  itfelf,  but 
they  are  never  received,  or  ought  to  be*  where  they  were  de- 
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clarations  made  by  him  previous  to  his  entering  Into  that  levying 
of  war  of  which  he  was  accufed. 

In  the  other  cafe,  Mr*  Erflcine  has  dated  where  Dr.  Fiti- 
williams  was  permitted  to  be  alked  what  he  had  heard  him  de- 
clare ;  that  is,  on  the  principle  of  going  to  the  general  condud. 
It  is  not  to  (hew  the  particular  crime  committed  by  the  pri- 
soner, but  to  (hew  in  general  the  prisoner's  difpontion,  and 
not  offered  as  explanatory  of  the  particular  tranfadion  which 
makes  the  fubjed  of  the  charge. 

In  the  cafe  of  Lord  Ruflel,  which  comes  nearer  to  the  cafe 
of  the  principle  he  wants  to  fupport,  it  is  ftated  that  any  decla- 
ration was  received  in  evidence  refpeding  the  rifings  in  quef- 
tioru  Nothing  like  it  Where  a  man  is  charged  with  at- 
tempting the  riling  which  conftitutes  the  fad,  evidence  of  Lord 
RuffeTs  general  condud,  evidence  of  his  general  charader, 
declarations  of  other  fads  and  other  circumftances  are  offered  to 
prove,  not  what  he  faid  refpeding  the  fad,  but  as  general  evi- 
dence of  the  condud  and  the  intention  he  might  have  towards 
the  government. 

When  we  come  to  fpeak  of  John  Afhton's  cafe,  where  he 
had  preached  fermons  in  favour  of  government,  that  comes 
within  both  principles.  A  fermon  hi  favour  of  government  is 
an  ad  ftrongly  indicative  of  the  condud  of  the  prifoner,  but 
it  is  an  ad  done  to  (hew  that  he  was  well  difpofed;  and  I  believe 
my  learned  friend  may  produce  five  hundred  ads  to  (hew  that  he 
has  done'  every  thing  in  his  power  in  fupport  of  order  and  good 
government. 

In  Sir  J.  Friend's  cafe,  it  was  evidence  to  fliew  that  at  dif- 
ferent times,  when  there  could  be  no  defign  in  the  conversion; 
not  refpeding  the  crime  of  which  Mr.  Friend  was  then  ac- 
cufed ;  that  Mr.  Friend  had  been  fpeaking  of  government  in  a 
way  that  a  dutiful  fubjed  ought  to  do. 

In  Damaree's  cafe  of  pulling  down  meeting-houfes,  the  de- 
clarations received  were  direray  accompanying  the  ad :  they 
were  confidered  as  part  of  the  ad,  and  were  received  as  fuch 
upon  that  principle  only. 

The  only  cafe  that  was  then  alluded  to  was  Crohagan's  cafe, 
in  which,  to  (hew  his  intention,  there  was  given  in  evidence 
againft  him  his  declaration  of  coming  to  England  \  and  there 
was  no  declaration  to  explain  the  particular  ad  of  which  he 
was  at  that  time  accufed,  and  which  was  then  the  fubjed  mat- 
ter of  enquiry. 

I  have  before  ftated  the  cafe  which  Mr.  Gibbs  argued  very 
decently,-  and,  as  he  always  does,  very  ably.  He  thought  fit  to 
talk  of  the  expreilion  ot  good-will  as  a  cafe,  which  I  do  not 
deny,  but  the  application  of  which  I  difpute »  becaufc*  I  fay  thofc 
exprefitous  of  good-will  are  only  received  in  the  way  I  have 
before  ftated,  at  other  times,  upon  other  circumftances,  when  no 
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crime  was  imputed,  when  they  cannot  be  fuppofed  to  have  rela- 
tion to  any  crime,  to  (hew  in  an  unequivocal  aft  whether  the 
party  afted  with  malice ;  but  the  evidence  in  this  cafe  is  of 
fuch  a  complexion  .as  I  do  not  recoiled  was  ever  before  offered 
to  a  court  of  juftice.  The  crime  charged  is  that  of  compaffing 
the  death  of  the  King,  and  you  can  give  no  evidence  of  com- 
,paffinp  the  death  of  the  King  but  the  overt  aft  charged ;  and 
therefore  the  fubftance  of  the  indiftment  is,  that  you  did  that 
aft  from  whence  the  comparing  the  death  of  the  King  arifes. 
It  is  to  fhew  the  intention  of  the  mind,  but  it  is  like  charging 
a  man  with  murder,  with  a* felonious  intent;  but  was  it  ever 
.aiked  if  he  was  ever  heard  to  fay,  that  he  did  that  crime  with  a 
felonious  intent  i  It  is  by  the  afts  he  has  done  that  you  are 
to  judge  of  the  crime ;  or  if  he  was  ever  heard  to  fay,  that  he 
killed  that  man,  but  not  with  a  felonious  intent.  I  fee  no  dif- 
ference :  it  is  nothing  more  than  this — the  intent  of  the  felony 
muft  be  inferred  from  fafts :  the  traitorous  intent  muft  be  in- 
ferred ;  aAd  it  would  not  be  competent  to  a  man  charged  with 
murder  to  fay,  he  did  not  intend  to  kill  the  mans  fo,  in  this 
caie,  when  we  have  proved  fuch  afts  done  with  a  traitorous  in- 
tent— I  fay,  to  produce  fuch  evidence,  is  no  more  than  to  fey  that 
he  intended  to  do  another  aft,  or  that  he  did  that  with  a  different 
intent  than  that  proved  by  the  evidence  to  be  the  intention  with 
which  he  did  it.    It  appears,  therefore,  that  upon  no  authority 

can  the  position  now  afferted  be  maintained that  upon  the  Duke 

of  Richmond's  plan  you  are  to  explain  all  the  afts  imputed  to 
him,  any  more  than  in  the  cafe  of  the  felonious  murder  which  I 
have  juit  now  ftated. 

Lord  Prefident.  I  do  not  know  whether  you  will  be  willing  to 
acquiefce  in  the  opinion  we  have  formed  upon  the  fubjeft.  No- 
thing is  fo  clear  as  that  all  declarations  that  apply  to  fads,  and 
even  apply  to  the  particular  cafe  charged,  even  though  the  in- 
tent (hould  make  a  part  of  that  charge,  are  evidence  againft  the 
prifoner,  and  not  evidence  for  him ;  becaufe  the  prefumption  that 
that  declaration  carries  with  it  is,  that  no  man  would  declare  any 
thing  againft  himfelf  if  it  were  not  true ;  but  what  any  man  may 
declare  for  himfelf  cannot  upon  any  ground  entitle  him  to  credit; 
that  is  the  general  rule.  But  if  tne  queftion  be,  which  I  think 
it  is,  what  was  the  political  fpeculative  opinion  which  this  man 
entertained  touching  a  reform  in  Parliament,  I  believe  we  all 
think  that  that  opinion  may  very  well  be  learned  by  the  conver- 
fation  he  has  held  at  any  time,  and  at  any  place, 

Mr.  Erskirie.  That  was  my  meaning,  certainly. 

Lord  PrefidenU  I  think  I  have  already  anticipated  a  mifappli- 
cation  of  what  I  am  now  dating;,  by  faying,  that  if  the  declara- 
tion was  meant  to  apply  to  a  difavowal  of  the  particular  charge 
made  againft  this  man,  that  declaration  could  not  be*  received  i 
as,  for  inftance,  if  he  had  faid  to  feme  friend  of  his,  when  I 

planned 
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planned  this  Convention  I  did  not  mean  to  deftroy  the  fciftg  and 
his  government,  but  I  did  mean  to  get  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
plan  of  reform :  that  would  fall  within  what  I  at  firft  Stated.  If 
you  take  it  fo,  I  believe  there  is  no  difficulty, 

Mr.  Erskine*  Through  this  whole  bufinefs  there  has  beea  a 
very  considerable  mifunderftanding,  in  the  firft  place,  in  a  parti- 
cular fo  very  public  as  this :  if  I  had  no  other  reafon  for  it  than 
this  book,  which  I  will  Shew  you  prefently,.I  would  agree  with 
the  Solicitor  General  that  there  is,  and  very  frequently,  an  im- 
proper odium  falls  upon  the  Counfel ;  as  n6  man  can  call  his  eye 
upon  the  State  Trials  without  feeing  an  improper  odium  fall  upon 
the  Counfel  conducting  for  the  Crown.  In  confequence  of  that 
humanity  which  has  been  fo  long  the  chara&eriftic  of  the  Eng- 
lish nation,  I  protefted  that  I  never  meant  to  make  fuch  an  in* 
fmuation;  what  return  I  have  met  with  for  it,  I  leave  other  peo- 
ple to  judge. 

With  regard  to  the  Solicitor  General,  thus  much  I  fay,  and  I 
am  bound  for  myfelf  to  fay  it,  I  think  any  man  who  gives  an 
improper  offence  to  another,  forgets  the  character  that  belongs  to 
him  \  and  if  I  had  given  any  offence  to  the  Solicitor  General,  I 
Should  have  been  ready  to  make  any  fatisfaction  for  it :  on  the 
contrary,  I  have  a  right  to  complain  of  him ;  for  after  I  had  fat 
down,  though  I  take  it  for  granted  he  heard  what  I  faid,  he  af- 
fcrted  that  all  the  cafes  I  had  cited  were  upon  the  crofs-examina- 
tion.  I  thought  it  would  be  unmanly  to  fuffer  fuch  an  aflertion 
to  pafs.  He  undoubtedly  had  a  right  to  make  fuch  obfervations  ' 
upon  my  cafe  as  belonged  to  it,  when,  however,  he  faid  fo  out 
of  a  proper  courtefy,  and  that  which  belongs  to  the  dignity  of  the 
bar.  I  told  him  tney  were  upon  original  examinations,  and  I 
Should  have  thought  it  enough,  having  told  him  that  I  had  per- 
fonally  collected  them.  But  he  goes  on  and  fays,  with  great 
emphafis,  I  (hall  ftill  call  them  crofs-examinations ;  upon  which 
I  faid,  I  aver  they  are  not  j  then,  fays  he,  I  do  not  underftand 
them ;  I  faid,  I  lee  you  do  not.  Why,  I  would  fay  that  to  any 
man  that  ever  exifted,  who  repeatedly  tells  me  a  fa£t  is  fo,  when 
I  have  faid  it  is  not. — So  much  for  that. 

My  Lord,  there  is  another  queftion  upon  which  I  wifh  to  take 
the  opinion  of  the  Court.  The  Attorney  General  fays,  the  over- 
ruling Providence  of  God  fuperintends  the  rich  and  the  poor, 
as  it  does,  indeed,  over  the  whole  world  ;  and  feemed  to  be  of- 
fended, after  having  read  from  the  State  Trials  what  had  befp 
allowed  to  noblemen,  and  fome  of  the  firft  men  in  the  kingdom, 
and  feeling  as  I  muft  do,  fpeaking  for  the  prifoner,  and  not 
wishing  any  thing  to  be  done  which  is  not  to  be  found  in  the 
State  Trials,  that  I  faid  the  fame  indulgence  ought  to  be  al- 
lowed to  this  poor  Shoemaker.  Could  he,  with  the  particular 
kindnefs  in  which  I  have  gone  out  of  my  way  to  fpeak  of  him, 
could  any  man  think  I  mean;  to  bring  back  again  that  odium 

upon 
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upon  the  Crown  which  I  had,  fought  zealoufly  to  take  off,  and 
Which  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  do,  out  of  refpeft  to  the  Attorney 
General  ?  But  it  furnifhes  this  leflbn :  it  (hews,  us  how  little 
depends  in  a  cafe  of  high  treafon,  upon  what  men,  when  they 
are  warm,  will  fay,  and  when  one  would  imagine,  hut  for  what 
has  paffed  to-day,  that  it  was  impoifible  for  men  to  hold  fuch 
language,  who  hive  lived  in  habits  of  the  utmoft  intimacy ;  and 
therefore  I  fay,  it  does  not  fignify  what  Mr,  Yorke  may  fay  in  a 
warm  hour,  or  what  I  may  fay  in  an  intemperate  moment.  The 
queftion  I  afk,  I  fubmfcto  your  Lordfhip?  is  a  queftion  previous 
to  the  time  of  the  aft  charged,  and  I  fo  explained  it  before  the 
Convention  was  thought  of,  in  order  to  {hew  that  this  perfon's 
opinion,  and  his  objeft  in  being  a  member  of  the  London  Cor- 
responding Society,  was  to  bring  about  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
objeft  by  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  means. 

Lord  Prejident.  You  may  put  the  queftion  exa&lv  in  the  way 
I  propofed.  We  ihould  recolleft  who  we  have  at  the  baa*,  ani 
who  is  fullering  for  every  moment's  delay. 

Mr.  Er ski  tie.  (To  Stuart.)  I  wife  you  to  anfwer  me  this  quef- 
tion— Did  you  ever  before  this  time  that  this  Convention  was 
Iield,  hear  from  him  what  were  his  objefls  with  regard  to  why 
be  has  at  all  mixed  himfelf  in  the  bufinefs  ? 

A*  I  have  very  often  converfed  with  him  upon  the  plan  of  re- 
form, and  he  always  faid  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  would  be  the 
plan  they  would  adopt  in  the  end.  I  difagreed  with  him  about 
if,  which  occafioned  me  more  particularly  to  remark  it,  for  he 
always  adhered  very  ftrongly  to  it,  that  that  was  the  only  plan 
that  would  be  adopted. 

-  J$K  Was  it  in  public  company,  where  it  might  be  oftentatious, 
or  was  it  in  private  company  ? 

A*  Both.  I  have  had  him  to  fup  with  me,  with  another 
friend. 

Q  From  all  you  have  feen  of  him,  what  is  his  chara&er  for 
fincerity  and  truth  ? 

A.  I  have  every  reafon  to  believe  him  a  fincere  honeft  man. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Had  I  known  that  this  was  all  that  was 
meant  to  be  afked,  I  ihould  not  have  made  an  objection,  as  he 
faid  the  fame  on  Saturday. 

Crofs-examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  Gener al. 

JjK  You  have  before  told  me,  that  your  fociety  rejected  all 

rreipondence  with  the  Conftitutional  Society  i 

A.  Yes. 

J^j  Did  you  know,  or  had  the  prifoner  ever  told  you,  that  he 
teas  an  aflbciated  member  of  that  fociety  ? 

A,  I  do  not  know  ;  and  I  am  very  lure  he  never  told  me. 
Mr.  Andrew  Stirling  /worn, — Examined  by  Mr.  Erskine. 

&  Are  thefe  the  mhiutcs  of  die  Scotch  borough  Conven- 
tion? 

A*  Yes, 


f    3*7    J 

A*  Yes.  (Tbey  were  produced  in  Court.) 

Ferguson,  Efq .  jkvorn — Examined  by  Mr.  Erskine. 


Was  you  a  delegate  of  this  Convention? — 
t.  Erskine.  I  was  going  to  prove  to  your  Lordfhip,  to  ex- 
plain the  expreflion  of  holding  a  Convention)  that  there  had  been 
a  Convention  in  Scotland.  Firfl:  of  all,  your  Lordfhip  recolle&s, 
there  was  a  Britifh  Convention  in  Scotland.  Your  Lord/hip 
will  fee  in  the  evidence,  that  that  is  fo.  The  principal  perfons 
aflembled  in  it  were  perfons  of  that  country,  though  delegates  i 
were  fent  from  focieties  in  England  to  it.  Now  it  becomes  ex- 
tremely material  in  the  confideration  of  this  evidence,  to  make 
this  obfervatton — the  overt  aft  charges  this  to  be  a  Convention 
held  for  the  purpofe  of  fubverting  the  rule,  order,  and  govern- . 
meat  of  the  country.  I  think,  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate  Suit 
finifhed,  it  was  taken  as  aflumed,  that  the  overt  ad  was  holding 
a  Convention,  for  any  two  or  three  people  getting  together  may 
be  a  Convention ;  but  k  is  a  Convention  held  for  a  particular 
purpofe,  in  purfuance  of  another  purpofe.  The  indi&ment  fays, 
it  is  to  fubvert  the  government ;  and  I  think  I  have  the  authority 
of  one  of  your  Lordfhips,  fince  this  trial  came  on,  for  the  pro- 
pofition,  that  a  Convention  may  meet  for  legal  purpofes. 

Much  has  been  legally  relied  upon  in  argument  of  the  focieties 
having  adopted  phrafes  made  ufe  of  in  the  National  Convention 
of  France,  as  the  phrafes  Convention,  Citizen,  and  fo  on,  to 
fhew  your  Lordfhip  and  the  Jury,  (your  Lordfhip  regulating  the? 
trial  according  to  the  rules  of  law,)  that  there  were  fitting  at  the 
time,  and  had  fat  befoce  that  time,  two  moft  refpe&able  bodies 
of  mer. ;  one  of  them  confifting  of  delegates  from  all  the  dif- 
ferent counties  of  Scotland,  to  obtain  a  reform  in  Parliament, 
and  die  other  a  Convention  for  the  reformation  of  Boroughs. 
And  when  we  arc  to  decide  What  was  the  intention  of  calling 
this  meeting  and  Convention,  and  to  rcbutt  the  prefumption  that 
is  not  only  put  upon  the  record,  but  to  rebutt  any  thing  like  that 
prefumption,  that  they  muft  neceflarily  have  been  fitting  upon  the 
footing  of  the  government  of  France,  in  calling  their  meeting 
Convention ;  and  that  in  having  delegates  from  the  different  fo- 
cieties, they  were  purfuing  the  fame  forms  which  were  purfued 
there  at  the  very  fame  time. 

My  Lord,  the  Gentleman  before  your  Lordfhip  being  a  mem- 
ber of  that  Convention,  I  propofe  to  your  Lordfhip  to  lay  before 
you  their  minutes.     It  is  a  thing  notorious  in  Scotland,  that  there* 
were  thefe  two  affociations  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  Gihbs.  My  Lord,  we  offer  this  as  evidence,  that  there 
were  Conventions  in  Scotland  at  the  time,  merely  to  prove  that 
that  was  a  fe<ft. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  I  obje&  to  it,  and  I  will  tell  you  why. 

.*ord  PrefidenU  I  fhould  be  very  unwilling,    if  it  was  con- 
fciKcd  to  be  received,  becaufe  it  leads  the  Jury  from  the  con- 
fideration 
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fideration  of  the  caufe,  to  fomething  which  they  have  nothing 
to  do  with.  The  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  is  conne&ed  with 
the  evidence,  and  therefore  proper  to  be  produced,  becaufe 
•twenty  witneffes  have  proved  that  that  was  the  plan  Upon  which 
they  proceeded :  but  if  this  was  introduced,  it  would  be  entirely 
carrying  us  from  the  point  in  which  the  caufe  ought  tD.be  kept, 
and  cannot  be  received, 

Mr,  Erskine.  I  am  always  willing  to  fubmit  to  the  judgement 
of  the  Court  whenever  I  hear  it. 

Joseph  S*trutt  Jivorn.~< ^Examined  by  Mr.  Gibbs. 
Where  do  you  live  ? 
At  Derby. 

&.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  fociety  there  ? 

u?  Yes. 

What  are  the  objefts  of  that  fociety  ?     " 

A  reform  in  the  Commons'  Houfe  of  Parliament.     •  x 

J§K  Had  you  any  intent  with  refpeft  to  either  of  the  other 
branches  of  the  legislature,  the  King  or  Lords  ? 

A.  No. 

4>:  Have  you,  or  have  you  had,  or  any  of  the  members,  any 
intent  to  J>ring  about  that  reform  by  force  ? 

A.  No ;  fo  fer  from  it,  that  they  never  met  fince  the  petitions 
were  rejefted. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.-  The  petitions  to  Parliament  having 
teen  rejected,  your  fociety  never  met  finCe  ? 

A.  Not  once. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  am  inftru&ed  to  offer  to  your  Lor<Hhip 
another'piece  of  evidence,  in  order  that  I  may  receive  the  judge- 
ment of  the  Court  upon  it.  I  conceive  it  is  our  duty  to  prefent 
to  the  Court  fiich  evidence  as  we  have,  to  adduce,  leaving  your 
Lordfliip  to  decide  upon  it  as  matter  of  law.  1  am  inftrii&ed  to 
offer  to  your  Lordfhip  evidence  of  affociations  in  1775,  for  fimi- 
lar  purpofes,  followed  up  by  refolutions  extremely  fimilar  with 
many  of  thofe  which  have  taken  up  fo  much  of  the  confidera- 
tion  of  the  Court.  I  will  not  take  up  much  of  your  time  in 
ftating  it  again,  it  having  been  ftated  fo  often ;  but  I  offer  it 
that  we  might  fee  whether  my  client,  and  thofe  with  whom  he 
was  connected,  were  following  the  example  legally  or  illegally 
of  their  own  country,  inftead  of  copying  the  example  of  perfons 
of  another  country  with  whom  they  had  no  connexion. 
•  Lord  Prefident.  And  fuppofe  we  mould  fay  thofe  affociations 
were  guilty  of  high  treafon  ?  For  the  purpofe  of  judging  of  the 
application  of  .that  evidence,  we  might  be  obliged*  to  fay  that, 
for  aught  I  know.  It  is 'perfectly  irregular  and  inadmiffible, 

Mr.  Erskine.  When  your  Lordfhip  tells  me  that,  I  rauft. 
bend  to  it ;  but  it  is  hard  to  fay,  that  the  greateft  men  in  this 
country  have  been  guilty  0/  high  treafon. 
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Lord  Prefidtnt.  I  do  not  fay  that :  I  do  not  know  any  thing 
of  the  cafe,  and  it  is  iiftpoffible  it  can  influence  the  prefent  cafe: 
you  cannot  enquire  into  it,  or  any  thing  about  it. 

Richard  Brinslev  Sheridan,  Efq.  fworn* 

Mr.  Er shine.  My  Lord,  your  Lordfhip  very  well  knows 
that  Mr.  Sheridan  is  a  member  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and 
I  call  him  to  prove  that  when  there  was  a  motion  refpe&ing 
thefe  focieties  before  the  Houfe,  and  the  confpiracy  that  there 
might  be  then  againft  the  government  was  under  confideration, 
that  he  faw  the  prifoner  at  tie  bar,  and  had  communication  with 
him  long  before  the  papers  were  feized  in  his  cuftody,  which 
are  now  turned  into  evidence  as  papers  clandeftinely  found  in 
his  cuftody :  I  have  called  Mr.  Sheridan  to  {hew  that  Mr.  Hardy 
offered  to  come  forward  to  give  all  the  afliftance  in  his  power, 
and  lay  every  thing  voluntarily  before  the  Parliament  which 
has  been  fince  the  fubje&  of  enquiry  before  a  criminal  judica- 
ture, as  a  preemption  of  his  innocence. 

&  Mr.  Sheridan,  do  you  know  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  ? 

A.  I  faw  the  prifoner  once,  and  but  once  to  my  knowledge. 

~    When  was  that  ? 

I  think  it  was  in  the  beginning  of  the  month  of  March, 

*793- 
jp.  Upon  what  occafion  was  it  that  you  faw  him  ? 

A  I  had  given  notice  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  that  I  in- 
tended very  fliortly  to.  bring  forward  a  motion,  the  objeft  of 
which  was  fimilar  to  that  which  was  adopted  in  the  laft  feffion ; 
namely,  to  propofe  a  committee  to  enquire  into  the  feditions  or 
plots,  and  the  general  proceedings  of  the  focieties  which  were 
then  fuppofed  to  be  promoting  fedition  or  treafon  in  the 
country. 

4J.  At  that  time  was  the  Convention  in  Scotland  fitting,  or 
had  it  been  difperfed  \ 

A*  I  cannot  fay. 

J^.  Upon  that  occafion  did  you  (end  for  Mr.  Hardy,  or  did  he 
wait  upon  you  ? 

A.  1  fent  to  Mr.  Hardy :  I  will,  ftate  very  fhortly  what  I  un- 
derftood  from  the  conversion  which  pafled,  ajid  which  I  have 
been  informed  is  material  for  the.  prifoner :— Having  given  this 
notice  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  make 
every  enquiry  into  the  fails,  certainly  myfelf  being  a  very  great 
difbeliever  in  the  fuppofed  plots,  to*  the  extent  to  which  they 
?*ere  ftated,  and  the  treafons  or  confpiracies  fuppofed  to  be 
brewing  in  thefe  focieties ;  I  converfed  with  a  gentleman  who  x 
ftated  his  knowledge  of  Mr.  Hardy  as  being  incapable  of  pur- 
suing fuch  plans,  and  being  perfectly  ready  to  give  me  every 
information  I  could  wilh  upon  the  fubjeft ;  upon  which  I  faid 
I  Should  be  glad  to  fee  htm,  and  defired  this  perfon  to  acquaint 
him  of  it.     X  took  the  precaution,  not  from  any  tiling  1  had 

Vol.  II.  U  u  heard 
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heard  of  him,  to  have  two  gentlemen  prefent  on  the  occafion  r 
one  was  Mr.  Stuart,  who  was  at  the  bar  juft  now:  he  (hewed 
me  a  publication  that  had  been  delivered  at  the  door  of  the 
Houfe  of  Lords  and  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  reporting  the 
proceedings  of  the  focieties,  and  giving  a  lift  of  the  public 
houfes  at  which  they  met.  Mr.  Hardy  went  over  that  book  and 
complained  that--*- 

Lord  Prejident.  Jt  is  not  quite  regular  to  go  into  a  reafon 
which  may  lead  to  a  great  deal  that  is  not  evidence.  The  point 
that  you  are  called  to,  is  to  prove  what  patted  between  you  re- 
fpe&ing  thefe  focieties  ? 

A.  I  certainly  will  confine  myfelf  to  that :  I  fhould  fay  that 
Mr.  Hardy  faid,  that  the  information  given  by  government  was 
very  inaccurate;  that  the  places  named  as  their  meeting  places 
were  very  corredl :  he  afterwards  ftated,  that  the  objeft  of  the 
fociety  was  mifreprefented ;  that  he  had  nothing  in*  view  but  a 
parliamentary  reform  upon  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan. 

Lord  Prejident.  You  have  gone  beyond  that  which  is  evi- 
dence* 

Mr.  Erskine.  Your  Lordfliip  permitted  me  to  Ihew  that  he 
offered  Mr.  Sheridan  every  information  in  his  power- 
Mr.  Sheridan.  Mr.  Erfkine  ftated,  that  he  would  call  me  to 
that  point ;  but  if  I  have  been  milled  in  adding  fomethtng  that 
was  not  evidence,  it  certainly  was  owing  to  the  witneft  having 
at  the  bar  juft  now  ftated  the  fame  circumftanec 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  did  not  prefumc  to  aflc  Mr.  Stuart  the  ques- 
tion, what  was  the  objedt  of  the  fociety ;  but  he  faid,  that 
Air.  Hardy  declared  his  own  objeft,  and  that  of  the  fociety,  to 
be  a  parliamentary  reform  upon,  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan. 

JfK  Be  fo  good  as  to  purfue  your  accpunt  with  regard  to 
what  afliftance  he  offered  ? 

A.  He  went  through  the  lift  of  thofe  places,  and  upon  my 
afking  Him  whether  or  not  they  continued  to  meet  at  thofe  pub- 
lic houfes,  he  declared  that  they  drd  not*  that  in  confequence 
of  this  publication  of  government,  thofe  houfes  considered  them* 
felves  as  marked  j  and  that  as  thefe  poor  people  did  not  fpend 
much  at  their  houfes,  without  much  relu&ance  the  landlords 
had  prevented  their  meeting.  I  afked  him  if  they  continued 
their  meetings :  he  (aid  yes :  he  knew  they  were  watched  by 
government— -thai:  he  had  no  objedion  to  its  being  known  that 
all  the  focieties  continued  to  meet  in  private  places ,  and  he  had 
no  objection  to  give  me  a  lift  of  all  the  private  places  where 
they  did  meet,  and  that  I  might  read  it  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons if  I  chofe.  I  took  dawn  the  names  of  the  private  places 
in  which  he  told  me  they  met :  I  dare  fay  I  did  not  preferve  the 
paper  \  but  1  am  pofitive  that  I  had  the  paper  in  my  hand  the 
next  day  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  when  I  moved  for  a  com- 
mittee to  enquire  into  the  conduit  of  thefe  forties. 

3>.  Whether, 
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J§>.  Whether,  in  ftating  the  purfuit  which  Parliament  had  in 
view,  he  offered  you  any  further  .affiftance  that  might  be  wanted 
in  the  inveftigation  of  what  had  been  done? 

A.  He  offered  every  affiftance  in  his  power;  a  fight  of  all  ^ 
the  correfpondence,  copies  of  all  his  letters,  and  earneffly  wifhed 
that  my  motion  might  fucceed,  and  that  an  enquiry  might  be  fet 
on  foot  into  the  conduit  of  thefe  focietles. 

Q  I  have  obferved  that  you  were  prefent  during  a  great  part 
of  thefe  proceedings.  I  wifh  to  know  if  be  offered  you  the 
light  of  many  of  tnofe  papers  that  have  been  feized  and  read  in 
evidence? 

A.  I  cannot  fay  what  papers:  he  offered  me  the  whole  of  his 
correfpondence,  and  Ivery  book  in  his  pofieffion. 

J^.  Was  that  in  confequence  of  any  demand  of  your's  pe- 
remptorily as  a  magiftrate  or  member  of  Parliament,  or  was  it 
a  voluntary  offer  ? 

A.  A  voluntary  offer ;  and  appeared  to  me  to  arife  from  a 
fincere  wifh  on  his  part  that  a  committee  of  enquiry  might  be 
inftituted,  that  an  inveftigation  might  take  place. 

Crofs-examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  General. 

.9.  You  think  this  was  the  beginning  of  March,  1793  ? 

Al  I  think  this  converfation  was  the  very  evening  before  I 
fpoke  in  the  Houfe  upon  that  motion. 

J^.  Did  I  underftand  you,  that  he  fhewed  you  a  book  ? 

A.  He  (hewed  me  a  book  which  had  been  delivered  to  every 
member  of  both  Houfes  of  Parliament,  which  he  complained  of 
ascalumniatiflg  their  focieties. 

JJ.  Did  he  fhew  you  at  any  time  a  journal  of  the  pro- 
ceedings ? 

A.  He  offered  to  (hew  me  every  paper  and  book  he  had. 

$>.  Will  you  take  upon  yourfelf  to  fay,  he  offered  to  fhew 
you  books  or  a  book  ? 

sf.  He  mentioned  he  would  make  no  concealment :  he  offered 
me  generally  every  information  he  could  give  me ;  mentioning 
that  he  would  (hew  me  all  the  papers  and  books,  or  book,  I  am 
not  certain  which-,  and  I  am  fure  I  cannot  be  mifunderftood, 
when  I  fay,  he  offered  me  every  thing  in  his  power  towards  the 
enquiry. 

Q  I  underftand  you  to  fay,  he.  offered  to  fhew  you  all  the 
written  evidence,  •  whether  letters,  papers,  journal,  or  book : 
when  you  ftated  die  word  journal  or  book,  do  yon  mean  that  he 
faid  journal  or  book,  or  journals  or  books  ? 

A  It  is  impoflible  to  be  certain  whether  he  made  ufe  of  the 
word  journal  or  book,  or  books. 

Q  No  journal  or  book  has  been  produced  from  the  London 
Correfponding  Society  j  and  therefore  I  wifhed  to  know  whether 
you  meant  that  he  did  mention*  the  word  book  or  journal,  be- 
caufe,  if  he  did  not,  I  wiih  that  that  word  may  be  dropped  ? 

U  u  2  A*  I  wiP 
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A.  I  will  not  be  pofitive  he  ufed  the  word  journal :  I  juft 
now  faid  that  I  could  not  recolle&,  but  that  his  offer  was,  mat 
he  would  conceal  no  part  of  the  tranfa&ions  from  me,  and  to 
(hew  me  all  the  papers  or  correfpondence  in  his  pofleffion* 
The  impreffion  upon  my  mind  was,  that  he  meant  to  keep 
nothing  from  me,  but  to  fhew  me  the  books  or  papers,  or  jour- 
nal, or  whatever  they  were,  * 

Lord  PrefidenU  I  think  you  laid  at  firft  the  whole  corre- 
fpondence ? 

A.  I  underitood  his  offer  to  be,  to  put  me  in  pofleffion  of  all 
his  papers,  and  give  me  every  verbal  information  he  could. 

J&  You  had  no  convention  with  him  about  Mr.  Paine's  pub- 
lication ? 

J.  We  never  converfed  upon  that  fubjeft. 

Mr.  Erskine,  To  clear  up  every  poffible  ambiguity,  did  he 
give  you  authority  to  ftate  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  all  that  you 
have  now  ftated \  and  did  he  -invite  your  motion  upon  that  tub- 
jeft? 

A.  Unqueftionably :  I  ftated  my  motion,  and  he  was  in  hopes 
it  would  fucceed. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Conftitutional 
Society  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word,  I  cannot  tell  whether  I  am  or  no.     I  was 
at  the  firft,  when  the  Duke  of  Richmond  attended,  but  I  have 
not  attended  it  fince  the  year  1783. 
Philip  Francis,  Efq.  [worn. — Examined  by  Mr.  Erskine. 

§.  Do  you  know  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  ? 

A.  I  think  I  have  feen  him  twice. 

JS.  Upon  what  occafion  did  you  fee  him  ? 

A  The  firft  time  was  in  his  own  houfe  in  Piccadilly.  In  con- 
fequence  of  a  letter  or  Come  information  relative  to  the  intention 
of  the  fociety  of  which  he  was  fecretary,  he  communicated  to 
me  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  fociety  to  return  me  their 
thanks  for  a  fpeech  concerning  a  reform  in  Parliament,  and  a  de- 
fire  to  print  it.  I  went  to  him  and  told  him,  I  was  fatisfied  with 
their  thanks,  and  declined  the  printing  of  it. 

Chief  Baron  Macdonald.  When  was  this  ? 

A.  On  or  before  the  6th  of  May,  1793.  I  think  it  was  him 
who  fent  to  me  as  fecretary  of  that  fociety,  to  defire  I  would  pre- 
fent  a  petition  from  them  to  Parliament,  upon  the  fubjed  of  re- 
forming the  Parliament*  and  defiring  that  I  would  permit  Mr. 
Margarot,  and  fome  delegates  from  the  fociety,  to  come  to  my 
houfe.  They  came — he  was  one  of  them :  ana  I  deflred  to  fee 
the  petition,  of  courfe,  before  I  prefented  it  He  brought  it^ 
and  I  think  he  was  the  lpokefman.  There  were  four  of  them  i 
Mr.  Margarot  was  one,  and  the  other  two  I  don't  recoiled. 
They  came  to  me  with  the  petition,  in  the  form  of  a  petition* 
It  appeared  to  me  perfectly  refpedUul  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

and 
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and  I  hsftl  no  objection  to  deliveringjt.  But  at  the  fame  time  I 
told  them,  I  hadf  a  vefy  great  objection  to  the  prayer  of  it ;  not 
as  making  it  at  all  improper  to  prefent  it,  but  that  I  mufKit  the 
fame  time  declare  myfelf  to  be  adverfe  to  the  prayer  of  it;  (the 
prayer  of  it  was  for  a  redrefs  of  the  grievances  complainedW  in 
the  body  of  the  petition ;)  that  it  would  be  introducing  univer* 
fat  fuffrage,  according  to  the  plan  laid  down  by  the  Duke  of 
Richmond.  « 

It  was  that  which  you  did  not  think  was  the  beft  ? 
I  treated  it  as  I  have  done  upon  all  occafions :  I  treated  the 
idea  of  univerfal  fuffrage  with  difapprobation.  I  affined  them9 
that  if  I  did  prefent  it,  it  was  right  they  (hould  know  I  would 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  prayer  of  it — not  that  I  thought  it 
was  illegal,  out  I  was  adverfe  to  it 

JP.  What  did  Mr.  Hardy  do  upon  that  ? 

a!  Mr.  Margaror,  I  think,  was  the  fpokefman.  However,  X 
perfectly  recoiled  this,  that  Mr.  Hardy  himfclf  feemed  a  remark- 
ably reasonable  quiet  man;  it  (truck  me  fo,  both  when  I  have  fecn 
him  in  his  (hop,  and  afterwards,  upon  my  (rating  thefe  objec- 
tions. Mr.  Margarot  and  the  others  were  very  ready,  and  fur- 
prized  me  with  rneir  readinefs  at  argument  in  defence  of  uni- 
verfal fuffraze ;  and  I  expreffed  my  furprize  that  men  in  their  rank 
of  life  (hould  be  capable  of  fuch  arguments.  They  faid  that 
was  not  furprizing,  for  they  had  learned  it  from  the  Duke  of 
Richmond;  and  they  did. not  think,  whatever  might  be  my 
opinion,  that  I  could  make  it  better  than  the  Duke* of  Richmond. 
I  told  them,  that  a  petition  (hould  leave  the  prayer  perfectly  open 
to  the  wifdom  of  the  Houfe,  which  is  the  common  mode,  I  be* 
lieve ;  and  I  believe  Mr.  Hardy  faid  this,  for  I  took  notice  at 
the  time  of  the  quietnefs,  moderation,  and  civility  of  the  man, 
that  he  was  forry  he  had  not  known  my  objection  fooner.  I 
have  had  occaJion  to  make  ufe  of  the  fame  observation  upon  an- 
other occaiion,  at  a  meeting  of  our  own  fociety  ;  and  I  mentioned 
the  fame  circumftance  there,  which  I  (rate  now  to  the  Court :  I 
mentioned  they  (aid  they  were  forry  they  had  not  known  my  ob-» 
jection  fooner;  that  it  would  have  been  indifferent  to  {hem  whe- 
ther they  had  ftated  the  prayer  in  that  way,  or  left  it  open ;  but 
that  now  they  could  not  alter  it,  becaufe  it  was  (igned  by  many 
thoufands,  and  the  petition  muft  be  prefented  on  the  6th  of 
May,  becaufe  Mr.  Grey  had  given  notice  of  a  motion  for  a  re- 
form in  Parliament,  which,  of  courfe,  made  it  impoffible  for 
them  to  alter  their  petition  in  time.  I  told  them  they  knew  my 
mind;  if  they  were  content  I  (hould  prefent  it,  making  that  de- 
claration refpecting  the  prayer  of  it,  I  would  do  it,  and  which  I 
accordingly  did. 

Q  Did  there  appear  a  readinefs  in  them  to  alter  the  prayer 
of  it,  and  to  leave  it  open  to  the  wifdom  of  the  Houfe  ? 

J.  Yes, 
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A.  Yes,  remarkably  fo ;  and  I  was  very  glad  to  have  that  to 
fete  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

Crofs-examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  General. 

.^  You  obferved  there  was  a  remarkable  readinefs  to  change 
the  prayer  of  the  petition' if  there  had  been  time  for  it? 

A.  I  thought  fo. 

%^  Have  you  any  ^eafon  to  believe,  and  yet  I  am  almoft 
afhamed  to  aflc  you  the  queftion,  whether,  when  they  waited 
upon  you  with  this  petition,  they  appeared  to  have  any  anxiety 
at  all  about  the  fuccefs  of  it  ? 

A.  They  (eemed  very  eager  about  it.  Mr.  Hardy  told  me, 
they  had  aflced  Mr.  Fox  to  prefent  it,  and  that  he  had  declined 
it>  becaufe  he  was  an  enemy  to  univerfal  fuffrage. 

S^  Then,  as  it  ftruck  your  mind,  the  effeS  of  their  conduct 
was,  that  they  wifhed  the  petition  to  be  prefented,  and  were 
witting,  if  time  would  have  permitted,  the  prayer  fhould  be 
altered  as  you  recommended? 

A.  Yes ;  they  were  very  ready  to  have  had  it  left  to  the  wif- 
dom  of  the  Houfe,  and  would  have  been  glad  if  it  had  been 
agreeaWe  to  the  forms  of  the  Houfe. 

J§>.  They  held  that  language  which  you  have  now  ftated,  and 
nottne  language  that  they  would  accept  of  nothing  but  univerfal 
fuffrage  ? 

A.  They  adhered  to  their  wifli  of  univerfal  fuffrage;  that 
they  did  not  give  up  as  the  obje&  of  their  whiles,  but  what  they 
were  ready  to  give  up  would  have  been  changing  the  form  of  the 
prayer. 

j^.  I  dare  fay  they  did  not  exprefe  to  you  their  intention  to  ac- 
cept nothing  from  trie  legiflature  but  univerfal  fuffrage? 

A.  Certainly  I  would  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  them  if 
that  had  been  the  cafe. 

jj>.  They  wifhed  you  to  print  your  fpeech  with  their  thanks 
top? 

A.  Yes. 

i£.  You  totally  difapproved  the  meafure  of  univerfal  fuffrage 
2nd  annual  Parliaments,  in  your  conversation  with  them  upon 
the  6th  of  May  ? 

JL  I  did. 

j^.  Do  you  happen  to  know  that  they  have  publifhed  what 
you  defired  (hould  not  be  publiflied,  together  with  a  pretty 
ftrong  letter  preceding  it,  which  I  will  (hew  you  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  they  did,  at  leaft  not  in  a  newfpaper. 

j^.  Look  and  fee  if  that  is  an  accurate  copy  of  the  anfwer  you 
fcnt  them  ? 

A.  Yes;  I  believe  it  is. 

Q+  Look  at  the  letter  which  precedes  that ;  was  that  the  letter 
jou  received  before  you  prefented  the  petition  ? 

A,  I  dare  fay  it  is. 

Q  Have 
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J?.  Have  you  any  doubt  about  it ? 
A.  No;  I  have  not. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
See  Appendix. 

Mr.  Enskine.  Reading  this  letter  gives  me  an  opportunity 
of  afking,  whether  you  would  have  anfwered  that  letter  in  the 
manner  you  have  clone,  if  you  had  thought  thefe  people  had 
any  other  end  in  view  than  that  which  they  profeffed  ? 

A.  My  anfwer  was  given  in  general  terms.  Moft  afluredly,  if 
I  had  thought  they  had  any  other  views  than  to  obtain  a  reform 
in  Parliament  in  a  proper  way,  by  applications  to  Parliament,  as 
far  as  I  conceive  the  laws  of  this  country  operate,  I  fhould  have 
confidered  them  as  very  dangerous  men \  at  the  fame  time  I  thought 
they  were  much  miftaken  upon  the  point,  though  I  did  not  think 
it  neceflary  to  enter  into  any.  argument  with  them. 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  now  propofe  to  call  my  Lord  Lauderdale.  The 
evidence  on  the  part  of  the  Crown  was  divided  into  two  branches, 
to  prove  by  thofe  who  have  been  members  of  the  fociety — firft, 
what  their  objects  were  %  and,  fecondly,  how  far  the  prifoner  at 
the  bar  is  involved  in  thofe  objects ;  in  confequence  of  which 
many  writings  and  letters  from  Mr.  Skirving  and  others,  and 
other  focieties  in  Scotland,  were  given  in  evidence.  What  I  now 
purpofe  (hewing  is,  that  my  Lora  Lauderdale,  a  Peer  of  the  realm, 
as  your  Lordfhip  knows,  had  a  letter  written  to  him,  aflring  him 
to  accept  the  office  of  delegate  in  the  Britifh  Convention,  from 
one  of  the  focieties  within  the  fcope  of  this  confpiracy,  a  thing 
they  were  very  little  likely  to  do  if  they  intended  to  deftroy  the 
honours  of  the  nobility,  to  one  of  whom  this  letter  was  addreiTed, 
if  voiir  Lordfhip  will  permit  me  to  call  him  to  prove  it. 
The  Right  Honourable  the  Earl  of  Lauderdale  Jiuorn. — 

Examined  by  Mr.  Erskine. 
j^  Will  your  Lordfhip  look  at  that  letter — Do  you  know  it  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Did  your  Lordfhip  receive  it  ? 
I  did. 
£K  Did  your  Lordfhip  know  at  that  time  that  the  Britifh  Con- 
vention (as  it  is  called)  was  about  to  be  afTembled  ? 
A.  I  certainly  did. 

2b  Your  Lordfhip  declined  becoming  a  delegate  ? 
A.  I  was  applied  to  to  accept  the  office  of  delegate  from  the 
Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  in  Portfborough,  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Edinburgh. 

Q  Was  your  Lordfhip  acquainted  that  the  different  focieties  in 
England,  as  well  as  in  ^wfi^jd,  were  fending  delegates  to  this 
Convention  ? 
A.  Yes. 

^  Did  you  write  an  anfwer  to  it  i 
A.  Yes. 

$:  Did 
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&.  Did  you  fee  the  perfons-  who  brought  it  ? 

A.  I  few  the  fecretary  of  the  Convention,  Mr.  Skirving ;  and 
I  rather  fufpeft  the  offer  was  made  in  confequence  of  a  converfa- 
tion  that  pafled  between  Mr.  Skirving  and  me,  becaufe  Mr.  Skir- 
ving  had  wrote  to  Mr.  Stuart,  fecretary  to  the  Friends  of  the 
People,  to  appoint  a  delegate  to  the  Britifh  Convention.  Mr. 
Stuart's  anfwer  was,  that  the  fociety  not  meeting  at  that  time, 
it  would  be  impoflible  to  appoint  a  delegate,  but  they  dared  fay 
any  thing  I  would  do  would  be  thought  right.  Mr.  Skirving 
called  upon  me  to  attend  to  it,  in  confequence  of  this  letter  of 
Mr.  Stuart's :  he  always  urged  me  to  attend  upon  this  ground — 
that  if  men  of  education  came  among  them,  it  might  prevent 
them  from  getting  into  informal  abfurdtties,  into  which  their  ea- 
gernels  might  lead  them;,  and  I  fufpe&that  Mr.  Stuart  had  got 
them  to  make  application  tome  by  means  of  Mr.  Moffat. 

~   Is  Mr.  Moffat  a  violent  man  i 

I  never  knew  a  more  humane  man,  and,  in  my  own  opinion, 
a  better  man. 

j^.  From  any  thing  you  few,  had  your  Lordfhip  any  reafon  tp 
believe  that  they  meant  to  aflemble  together  to  ufurp  the  powers 
of  government  ? 

A.  The  language  among  themfelves  was  jiut  the  reverfe:  uni- 
vcrfal  fuffrage  and  annual  Parliaments  appeared  to  be  their  ob- 
ject 

4>.  Did  your  Lordihip  hear  any  thing  that  they  meant  by  force 
to  overturn  any  of  the  different  branches  of  government  ? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

Crofs-examined  by  Mr.  Attorney  Gentral. 

j^.  Your  Lordfhip  never  heard  of  a  letter  that  Mr.  Skirving 
has  written  to  Mr.  Hardy,  dated  July,  1793  ? 

A.  Not  at  that  time. 

Nor  any  of  thefe  other  letters  ? 
No. 

Mr.  Attorney  General.  Before  Mr.  Gihbs  goes  oil,  there  is  a 
letter  of  the  26th  of  May,  1792,  I  wifli  to  have  read ;  Afhton's 
letter :  it  was  meant  to  be  read,  but  was  forgot.  (It  was  enttrd 
as  read.) 
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V1CARY    GIBBS,    Esq. 

m  DEFENCE  OF 

THOMAS    HARDY. 


May  it  pleafe  your  Lord/hips— ~Gentlerfien  of  the  Jury* 

IT  is  unneceflary  for  me  to  ftate  to  you  the  anxiety  that  I  muft 
Jieceflarily  feel  upon  this  occafion — finking*  under  the  weight  of 
a  caufe,  under  which  the  mighty  abilities  of  my  learned  friend 
'could  hardly  fupport  him.  But,  Gentlemen,  if  I  can,  I  will  do 
my  duty  to  that  miferahle  man  at  your  bar;  'if  my  ftrength  ena- 
bles me  to  go  through  the  defence  I  have  undertaken,  I  will 
defend  him.  It  is  not  that  I  wifh  to  fpare  my  own  ftrength— it 
is  not  that  I  wifh  to  fpare  my  own  health — it  is  not  that  that  has 
overpowered  me;  but  it  is  this:  I  have  felt  the  caufe  too  great 
for  me;  it  is  the  incapability  of  comprehending  in  my  mind  that 
vaft  mafe  of  evidence  which  the  Crown  has  produced  againft  this 
man.  But,  I  aflure  you,  in  the  way  that  juftice  demands,  I  (hall 
endeavour  to  ftate  to  you  this  great  caufe.    . 

Yqu  will  remember,  in  the  outfet  of  it,*  it  took  the  Attorney 
General  nine  hours  to  ftate  it :  a  length  of  fpeech  unheard  of. 
The  annals  of  the  world  never  (hewed  a  cafe  in  which  fuch  com- 
plicated fads  were  to  be  drawn  out  of  fuch  a  web,  as  to  render  a 
fpeech  of  nine  hours  neceflkry  to  ftate  thofe  fa&s,  and  to  fix  them 
upon  the  prifoner.  And  to  fuppofe  that  he  has  burdened  the  caufe 
with  more  evidence  than  was  neceflary,  to  bring  what  he  con- 
ceived to  be  guilt  home  to  the  prifoner,  from  the  character  he  has 
always  fuftained,  and  I  am  fare  always  will  fuftain,  would  Ije  tp. 
fuppofe  that  he  had  wafted  his  .Lordfhip's  time  and  yours ;  and 
therefore  you  muft  take  it  that  it  was  neceflary;  and  in  order  to 
render  it  intelligible  to  you,  he  has  laid  before  you  all  that  mafs 
which  has  been  given  in  evidence,  and  in  order  that  you  might 
fee  how  the  evidence  weighs. 

Gentlemen,  you  could  not  but  fee  the  fltuatipn  in  which  my 
learned  friend,  Mr.  Erikine  was,  when  he  had  to  obferve  to  you 
upon  it  You  muft  recoiled  how  he  funk  under  it ;  and  I  be- 
Ueve  it  is  not  poffiUe  for  human  ability — and  I  fay  fo,  becaufe  I 

•  • 
*  Here  Mr.  Gibb?  fainted ;  but  in  a  few  minutes  having  recovered,  He  proceeded. 

Vqj,.  IL  X  x  felt 
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felt  that  It  was  not  poffible  for  the  ability  of  any  man  to  com- 
prehend it  in  his  mind)  fo  as  to  enable  an  advocate  to  lay  before 
you  a  fair  defence* 

.  Gentlemen,  in  order  to  make  what  I  have  to  addrefs  to  you 
upon  thistfubjeA  intelligible,  it  is  neceflary  to  tell  you  what  I 
conceive  to  be  the  law  of  the  fubjeft ;  and  that  law  is  to  be 
looked  for  firft  m  the  indictment,  and  then  next  in  the  ftatufe  up- 
on which  it  Is  founded.  I  fay,  it  muft  be  looked  for  in  the  in-< 
didment,  becaufe  it  is  neceflary  that  the  indi&ment  fhould  ftatc 
what  is  neceflary  for  you  to  enquire  into,  which  I  will  ftate  to  you 
for  your  confideration,  and  the  reafons  why  I  fo  conceive  it 
neceflary. 

The  charge  againft  the  prifoner  is,  that  he  has  compafled  the 
King's  death ;  and  for  the  purpofe  of  carrying  that  defign  into 
execution,  he  has  done  certain  tjiings  dated  m  the  indictment* 
The  charge  is,  and  the  treafon  is,  that  he  compafled  die  King's 
death.  The  means  by  which  he  is  charged  with  having  en- 
deavoured to  purfoe  and  effeft  this  purpofe  is,  that  he,  together 
with  others,  did  confpire  to  caufe  and  procure  a  Convention  and 
meeting  of  divers  fubjeds  of  our  fitid  Lord  the  King,  to  be  af- 
fembled  and  held  within  this  kingdom,  with  intent  and  in  order 
that  the  peribns  to  be  afiembled  at  fuch  Convention  and  meeting, 
fhould  and  might,  wickedly  and  traitoroufly,  without  and  in 
defiance  of  the  authority,  and  againft  the  will  of  the  Parliament 
of  this  kingdom,,  fubvert  and  alter,  and  caufe  to  be  fubverted 
and  altered,  the  legiflature,  rule,  and  government,  now  duly  and 
happily  eftablifhed  in  this  kingdom,  and  depofe,  and  caufe  to  be 
depofed,'  our  faid  Lord  the  King.  That  is  the  firft  overt  ad 
ftated  in  the  indictment 

It  is  not  neceflary  for  me  to  ftate  to  you  the  different  overt 
a&S  which  are  ftated  in  the  indictment,  the  ultimate  end  of 
)vhich>  they  fey,  is  compaffing  the  death  of  the  King.  There 
are  alfb  other  charges  as  overt  a£ts  in  the  indiflment,  ftating, 
that  the  prifoner  confpired  to  levy  war  againft  the  King,  for  the 
purpofe  of  depofing  him;  and  another  is  confpiring  to  raife  in- 
furre&ion,  rebellion,  and  war  againft  our  faid  Lord  the  King 
within  his  kingdom,  and  to  fubvert  and  alter  the  legiflature, 
rule,  and  government,  now  duly  and  happily  eftablifhed  in  this 
kingdom,,  and  to  depofe  our  faid  Lord  the  King.  So  that  the 
fadts  ftated  in  the  indi&ment  againft  the  prifoner  are  thcfe — 
The  firft  is  an.  aft  of  his  mind,  that  he  compafled  the  death  of 
the  King:  the  next  is,  that  in  order  to  carry, into  execution- 
that  defign  of  his  to  deftroy  the  King,  he  did  certain  a&s  ftated 
in  the  indi&ment ;  which  a&s  are  ftated  to  be  with  an  imme- 
diate view  of  depofing  the  King,  from  which  depofition  of  the 
King  you  are  called  upon  to  infer,  that  he  compafled  die  death 
of  the  King* 

Gentlemen* 
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Gentlemen,  by  the  ftatute  25  Edw.  III.  upon  which  this  in- 
di&ment  is  founded,  it  is  ena&ed  (and  you  will  obferve,  that 
before  that  the  law  of  treafon  was  uncertain,  and  the  ftatute  re- 
cites,) a  That  divers  opinions  had  been  before  that  time  in  what 
cafe  treafon  (hall  be  faid,  and  what  not,  and  men  were  in  danger 
on  that  account :  and  therefore  the  King,  at  the  requeft  of  the 
Lords  and  the  Commons,  makes  a  declaration  of  what  (hall  be 
treafon  in  the  words  following,  that  is  to  fay,  when  a  man  doth 
compafs  or  imagine  the  death  of  our  Lord  the  King,  or  of  our 
Lady  the  Queen,  or  of  their  eldeft  fon  and  heir;"  and  others,' 
which  it  is  unnecefiary  for  me  to  ftate.     It  is  to  be  understood, 
that  in  the  cafes  above  rehearfed,   that  ought  to  be  adjudged 
treafon  which  extends  to  our  Lord  the  King  and  his  Royal  Ma- 
jefty.     Then  the  ftatute  goes  on  with  the  declaration  of  what 
(hall  be  high  treafon— -that  «  Nothing  but  that  which  is  exprefsly 
fpecified  and  exprefled  in  this  ftatute  ftiall  be  treafon ;  and  be- 
caufe,  that  many  other  like  cafes  of  treafon  may  happen  in  time 
to  come,  which  a  man  cannot  think  nor  declare  at  this  prefent 
time,  it  is  accorded,  that  if  any  other  cafe  fuppbfed  treafon, 
which  is  not  above  fpecified,  doth  happen  before  any  juftices, 
the  juftices  (hall  tarrV  without  any  going  to  judgement  of  the 
treafon  till  the  caufe  be  (hewed  and  declared  before  the  King 
and  his  Parliament,  whether  it  ought  to  be  judged  treafon  or 
other  felony."     So  that,  in  the  firft  place,  you  have  the  indict- 
ment, ftating  the  three  points  which  you  are  to  confider :  Whe- 
ther he  comparted  the  death  of  the  King  ?  Whether  he  committed 
thefe  ads  with  intent  to  compafs  the  death  of  the  King  ?  and, 
Whether  the  ads  fo  committed  are  ftated  in  the  indi&ment  ac- 
cording to  the  form  of  the  ftatute  ?  for  the  indi&ment  would  be 
erroneous  if  the  form  of  the  indi&ment  had  varied  from  the  fta- 
tute, and  had  not  been  ftridly  conformable  to  it.     In  many 
cafes,  the  practice  is  received  as  evidence  of  the  law ;  because 
there  is  no  other  way,  in  point  of  form,  in  which  it  can  be 
drawn ;  but  here  the  ftatute  and  the  common  law  go  hand  in 
hand.     The  ftatute  alfo  fays,  that  this  muft  be  provably  made 
out:  "  If  a  man  do  levy  war  againft  our  Lord  the  King  in  his 
realm,  or  be  adherent  to  the  King's  enemies  in  his  realm,  giving 
to  them  aid  and  comfort  in  the  realm,  or  elfewhere,  and  thereof 
be  provably   attainted  of  open  deed  by  people  of   his  con- 
dition." 1 

Upon  this  ftatute,  Lord  Coke,  one.  of  the  moft  learned  law- 
yers that  ever  lived,  has  commented.  I  (hall  take  the  liberty  of 
lhortly  ftating  what  his  comment  is;  becaufe  it  will  point 
out  to  you  how  careful  all  men,  who  have,  written  upon  the  law, 
have  been  to  guard  both  Juries  and  Judges  againft  conftruing 
this  ftatute  by  inference,  and  points  out  your  duty ;  and  I  truft, 
therefore,  it  will  not  be  held  iifelefe,  that  I  ftate  it  to  you :  there 
muft  be  an  intention  to  compafs  the  King's  death ;  and  by  that 

X  x  a       %"  part 
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part  of  the  ftatute,  in  which  the  legiflature  fays  the  party  thai! 
he  provably  attainted  of  open  deed  by  people  of  their  condition : 
upon  this  Lord  Coke  has  commented  by  very  ftrong  expreffions, 
as  he  always  does :  he  fays,  a  Four  things  are  to  be  obferved ; 
firft,  this  word,  [provatyement]  provably,  that  is,  upon-  direfl 
and  inanifeft  proof,  not  upon  conjectural  prefumptions,  or  in- 
ferences, or  ftrains  of  wit,  but  upon  good  and  fufficient  proof. 
(Where  the  obfervations  I  make  are  the  repetitions  of  thofe 
which  Mr.  Erfkine  made,  I  am  Aire  you  will  regret,  but  I  do  it 
to  bring  it  back  to  your  recollection.)  And  herein  the  adverb 
provablement,  provably,  hath  a  great  force,  and  fignifieth  a  di- 
rect and  .plain  proof;  which  word,  the  King,  the  Lords,  die 
Commons,  and  Parliament,  did  ufe,  for  that  the  offence  was  fo 
heinous,  and  was  fo  heavily  and  feverely  punifhed,  as  none 
other  the  like ;  and  therefore  the  offender  muft  provably  be  at* 
tainted ;  which  words  are  as  forcible  as  upon  direct  and  inani- 
feft  proof.  Note,  the  word  is  not  [probably J,  for  then  cdmnatnt 
argumentum  might  have  ferved  i  but  the  word  is  [provablyj  be 
attainted/' 

Thus  you  fee,  Gentlemen,  this  is  an  exhortation  to  you  who 
are  to  find  whether  the  prrfoner  is  guilty  or  not,  that  voa  will 
not  find  him  guilty  without  plain  and  manifeft  proof:  this  is 
the  proof  the  legislature  requires  for  the  purpofe  ftated  in  this 
indictment :  this  is  a  proof  that  you  the  Jury  muft  be  fatisfied 
has  been  given  in  the  caufe,  before  you  can  find  him  guilty. 

Further  than  this,  I  will  trouble  you  merely  with  the  ftate- 
ment  in  which  other  Judges  who  have  had  caufes  to  .try  upon 
this  ftatute  have  always  concurred,  and  then  irate  the  conftruc- 
tion  of  one  of  the  moft  learned  lawyers  who  ever  lived,  upon 
that  ftatute,  and  the  acting  of  one  of  the  moft  learned  Judges 
who  ever,  graced  the  bench :  whenever  he  had  occafion  to  addrefs 
a  Jury  on  the  trial  of  a  perfon  charged  with  the  fame  offence  as 
this  prifoner  at  the  bar  is  charged  with — I  mean  in  the  cafe  of 
Lord  RuiTel,  which.  I  take  to  be  law,  becaufe  I  have  heard  the 
fumming  up  of  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Pemberton,  who  tried  Lord 
Ruffel,  cited  from  the  bench  as  law  upon  the  fubjeft  of  treafon. 
Lord  Ruffel,  Gentlemen,  was  tried  upon  this  ftatute ;  and  the 
indictment  charges  him  with  comparing  the  death  of  the  King : 
the  overt  act  was,  "  That  to  fulfil  this  treafon  aforefaid,  that  is, 
the  compaffing  the  death  of  the  King,  he  and  others  did  meet 
together  to  confult,  agree,  and  conclude  infurre&ion  and  rebel- 
lion againft  our  Sovereign  Lord  the  King,  to  move  and  {iir  up, 
and  feize  and  deftroy,  the  guards  for  the  prefervation  of  the  per- 
fon of  our  (aid  Lord  the  King,  againft  the  duty  of  his  allegiance, 
againft  the  peace,  and  fo  on."  So  that  the  charge  in  the  in- 
dictment was,  that  Lord  RuiTel  had  compafTed  the  death  of  the 
King ;  and  that  to  fulfil  that  treafon,  he  had  confpired  to  feize 
the  guards  oppointed  for  bis  prefervation.     The  evidence  went- 

to 
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to  /hew,  that  my  Lad  Ruffer  had  confpircd  to  raife  infurre&iort 
and  rebellion  againft  the  King,  and  feize  and  deftroy  the  guards; 
and  yet  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Pemberton,  in  furnming  up  that  cafe 
to  the  Jury,  does  not  tell  them  that  the  point, for  them  to  confider 
is,  whether  infurredion  and  rebellion  was  raifed  againft  the  per- 
fon  of  the  King ;  and  if  they  found  that,  they  mutt  find  the  per- 
fon  guilty;  but  he  fays  this:  tt  The  queftion  will  be,  whether 
upon  this  whole  matter  you  do  believe,* '  not  that  Lord  Ruflel 
raifed  infurre&ion  and  rebellion,  but  "  whether  he  had  any  de- 
fign  upon  the  Kind's  life  to  deftroy  the  King,  or  take  away  his 
lite."     That  is  the  charge  Lord  Cnief  Juftice  Pemberton  gives 
to  the  Jury  in  the  cafe  of  Lord  Ruflel :  yet  no  man  would  com- 
plain that  the  proceedings  on  this  trial  were  not  fufficiently  fe- 
vere ;  a  for  that,"  he  fays,  w  is  the  material  part  here :  it  is  ufed 
and  given  you  (by  the  King's  Counfel)  as  an  evidence  of  this, 
that  he  did  confpire  to  rarfe  an  infurredion,  and  to  caufe  a  rifing 
of  the  people,  to  make,  as  it  were,  a  rebellion  within  the  na- 
tion, and  to  furprize  the  King's  guards ;  which,  fay  they,  can 
havs  no  other  end  but  to  feize  and  deftroy  the  King."     So  that 
Lord  Chief  Juftice  Pemberton  puts  it  to  the  Jury,  that  .from  the 
b&s  they  are  to  colled,   whether  he  had  a  defign  upon  the 
King's  life ;  for  if  he  had  not,  they  cannot  find  him  guilty.     If 
that  had  not  been  his  opinion  on  the  fubjec\  he  would  not  have 
put  it  to  them  to  fay,  whether  by  fuch  means  Lord  Ruflel  meant 


dence,  that  they  meant  to  deftroy  the  King ;  and  it  is  a  great 
evidence,  but  it  is  only  an  evidence :  if  he  did  defign  to  feize 
the  guards,  it  isigreat  evidence ;  and  it  is  for  you  to  decide  the 
whole  matter,  whether  this  evidence  does  prove  the  fadt  or  not. 
What  made  this  proceeding  on  this  occaiion  the  more  remarka- 
ble was,  that,  I  believe,  on  the  morning  of  the  fame  day,  or  on  the 
day  before,  other  perfons  were  accufed  of  the  Rye-houfe  plot ; 
and  the  end  of  that  plot  was  not  only  to  raife  infurre&ion,  but 
to  feize  his  perfon  and  murder  him }  and  therefore  the  Chief 
Juftice  Pemberton  fays,  u  You  have  not  evidence  in  this  cafe, 
as  there  was  in  the  other  matter  that  was  tried  in  the  morning, 
or  yefterday,  againft  the  confpirators,  to  kill  the  King  at  tne 
Rye.     There  was  a  dire&  evidence  of  confult  to  kill  the  King, 
that  is  not  given  you  in  this  cafe.     This  is  an  a<ft  of  contriving 
rebellion  and  an  infurredtion  within  the  kingdom,  and  to  feize 
his  guards,  which  is  urged  as  an  evidence*  and  furely  is  in  itfelf 
an  «vidence  to  feize  ana  deftroy  the  King.    '  So  that  Lord  Chief 
Juftice  Pemberton  puts  it  to  the  Jury,  that  thefe  fafts  were 
ftrong  evidence  of  that  which  they  were  to  enquire  into :  he  puts 
\t  as  evidence,  and  he  diftinguifhes  between  tnis  and  the  former 
cafe,  where  the  rebellion  was  to  feize  the  King,    He>  goes  en, 

«  Upon 
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*  Upon  this  whole  matter,  this  is  left  to  vou,  if  you  believe  the 
prifoner  at  the  bar  to  have  confpired  the  aeath  of  the  King;  and 
in  order  to  that,  to  have  had  thefe  confults  that  thefe  witneffes 
fpeak  of,  then  you  muft  find  him  guilty  of  this  treafon  that  is 
laid  to  his  charge ;"  that  is,  if  you  find  that  he  confpired  the 
death  of  the  King ;  but  unlefs  you  draw  that  conclufion,  70a 
cannot  find  him  guilty :  this  is  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Pemberton's 
fumming  up ;  and  yet  it  was  complained  by  the  friends  of  Lord 
Ruftel,  that  he  dealt  too  hardly,  with  him  in  his  charge  to  the 
Jury. 

Gentlemen,  I  admit  that  under  many  circumftances  a  Jury 
ought  to  draw  that  conclufion ;  but  it  is  always  a  queftion  whe- 
ther they  will  draw  that  conclufion  or  not  I  think,  and  I  think 
upon  much  confideration  of  the  queftion,  that  the  exiftence  of 
the  overt  a£k  is  for  the  Jury,  and  it  is  for  the^Jury  to  find  whe- 
ther that  overt  a£fc  was  committed  in  profecution  of  taking  away 
the  King's  life,  as  dated  in  the  indidment,  which  is  not  only 
the  opinion  of  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Pernberton,  but  likewife  of 
Sir  George  Treby,  who  was  then  Recorder,  and  afterwards 
Chief  Juftice  of  die  Common  Pleas.  Lord  Ruffel  was  found 
guilty  from  that  circumftance,  that  he  had  a  defign,  in  feizing 
the  filing's  guards,  againft  the  perfon  of  the  King ;  and  I  can- 
not fay  that  was  an  unreafonahle  inference.  Ana,  Gentlemen, 
you  will  hear  whether  this  was  an  inaccurate  expreffion  of  Lord 
Chief  Juftice  Pernberton ;  for  the  next  day  when  he  hears  the 
charge  againft  him  of  comparing  and  confpiring  the  King's 
death,  he  ftarts  back :  he  had  no  idea  that  that  was  the  treafon 
%f  which  he  had  been  guilty;  and  he  fays  to  the  Recorder, 
« I  appeal  to  you  and  the  Court,  even  if  what  they  have  now 
fworn  were  true — whether  I  am  guilty  within  the  ftatute  of  Ed- 
ward HI.  there  having  been  an  evidence  of  a  conspiracy  to  levy 
war,  but  no  intention  of  killing  the  King ;  -and,  therefore,  1 
think  truly,  judgement  ought  not  to  pais  upon  me  for  confpiring 
the  death  of  the  King,  of  which  there  was  no  proof  by  any  one 
witnefs.  The  Attorney  General  fays  that  is  no  exception — ■ 
Mr.  Recorder.  My  Lord,  that  was  an  exception  proper,  as  I 
think :  you  did  make  it  before  the  verdift,  whether  the  evidence 
does  amount  to  prove  the  charge  that  is  proper  to  be  obferved  to 
the  Jury  5"  whether  the  evidence  to  confpire  to  raife  infurreflion, 
rebellion,  and  feize  the  King's  guards,  does  or  not  prove  a  com* 
patting  of  the  King's  death  :  it  is  not  treafon  in  law,  but  it  may 
be  evidence  of  compaffing  the  King's  death,  if  the  Jury  think 
proper  to  draw  that  conclufion.  He  goes  on— -a  for  if  the  evi- 
dence comes  fhort  of  the  indidtment,  they  cannot  find  it  to  be  a 
true  charge  >  but  when  the  Jury  has  found  it,  their  verdift  does 
pafs  for  truth/  We  are  bound  by  the  verdift  as  well  as  your 
Lordfliip.    We  are  to  go  by  what  the  Jury  have  found,  not  their 

evidence."     So  that  it  is  plain  in  this  cafe,  from  the  fumming 
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up,  and  the  recapitulation  of.  that  fummmg  up  by  Sir  George 
Treby,  when  Lord  Ruflel  was  brought  up  for  judgement,  that 
the  point  for  the  Jury  is,  whether  the  overt  aft  in  the  fubfequent 
part  of  the  indi&ment  proves  the  treafon  laid  in  the  former  part 
of  the  indictment;  namely,  comparing  the  King's  death.  I 
will  not  fay  that  there  are  not  many  afts  of  this  fort  that  were 
ftated  in  Lord  Ruflel's  cafe,  from  which  an  honeft  Jury  ought 
always  to  find  that  the  priibner  did  compafc  the  death  of  the 
King :  I  think  there  was  in  that  cafe ;  and  they  found  that  he 
did  raife  infurre&ion  and  rebellion,  and  confpire  to  feize  and 
deftroy  the  perfonal  guards  of  the  King,  which  is,  I  think, 
ftrong  evidence  to  go  to  the  Jury,  that  this  was  an  attempt  to 
compafs  the  death  of  the  King  >  and  I  do  not  find  fault  with  their 
verdid ;  but  ftill  it  was  with  the  Jury* 

Gentlemen,  having  ftated  what  I  conceive  the  law  to  be  on 
this  fubjed,  and  the  points  for  your  confideration,  I  (hall  ftate 
to  you  now  the  charge  they  have  attempted  to  bring  in  evidence 
againft  the  priibner  at  the  bar :  that  he  confpired  to  procure  & 
Convention,  which  Convention,  when  called,  was  to  overturn 
the  Government  and  to  depofe  the  King.  To-  a  certain  point 
we  agree:  we  agree  that  the  prifoner  did  hold  confutations  for 
the  purpofe  of  calling  a  Convention :  the  point  upon  which  we 
differ  is,  the  purpofe  for  which  that  Convention  was  to  be.  called*, 
and  it  is  for  my  learned  friends  whi  are  Counfel  for  the  Crown, 
before  they  can  bring  this  charge  home  to  the  prifoner,  to  prove 
one  or  other  of  thefe  two  things  :  either  that  a  Convention  can- 
not be  called  for  any  but  treasonable  purpofes  \  'or  to  prove  that 
this  Convention  was  called  to  compafs  the  depoiition  of.  the 
King,  and  confequently  his  death. 

That  a  Convention  of  Delegates  of  different  ftates  of  the 
people  has  been  called,  you  heard  in  this  cauie*  and  therefore 
that  a  Convention  cannot  be  called  for  any  but  treasonable  pur- 
pofes, I  am  fure  no  fuch  thing  can  pafs  from  my  learned  friend  ; 
Conventions  have  been  fpoken  of — the  two  Conventions  in 
Scotland :  I  allude  to  them  only  as  (hewing  that  Conventions 
may  be  called  for  lawful  purpofes.  The  next  thing  is,  whether 
the  Attorney  General  can  prove  that  this  Convention  was  called 
for  that  unlawful  purpofe  of  deposing  the  King,  and  thereby 
comparing  his  death:  they  undertake  to  prove  this:  we,, on  the 
other  hand,  fay,  the  Convention  was  called  for  lawful  purpofes: 
we  fay  this,  that  the  prifoner  at  the  bar*  and  thofe  with  whom 
he  afted,  believed  that  corruption  had  found  its  way  into  the 
ftate,  and  was  making  large  and  rapid  ltrides  5.  that  he  believed 
this  corruption  to  be  occasioned,  increafcd,  and  continued  by 
the  long  duration  of  Parliaments,  and  by  the  unequal  reprefenta- 
tion  of  the  people  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  j.  that  if  thefe  de- 
fers could  be  reformed,  all  would  be  well:  he  knew,  and  thty 
Jtrcw*  that  petitions  to  Parliament  would  qot  produce  the  end 
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they  Intended  to  anfwer,  becaufe  many  of  their  petitions  had 
t  been,  I  may  almoft  lay,  contumelioufly  reieded.  They  thought 
it  lay  upon  them  as  good  citizens  to  find  fome  other  means  to 
*  effect  what  they  thought  a  lawful  purpofe,  and  they  believed  if 
the  general  opinion  of  the  people  was  for  this  reform,  and  if  that 
general  opinion  could  be  known  to  Parliament,  that  Parliament, 
though  it  had  rejected  the  feparate  petitions,  would  pay  atten- 
tion to  that  petition  when  properly  conveyed :  they  thought  that 
if  they  could,  by  delegates,  eolhel  whether  it  was  or  not  the 
general  will  of  the  people,  and  that  if  it  was,  by  die  fame  voice, 
they  might  communicate  to  Parliament  that  it  was  fo :  and  this, 
there  can  be  no  doubt,  the  language  of  their  refolutions  import. 
This,  however,  the  Counfel  for  the  Crown  fay  is  mere  pretext: 
you  did  not  think  that  there  was  corruption  in  the  ftate;  you 
did  not  think  that  that  corruption  arofe  from  the  long  duration 
of  Parliaments ;  you  did  not  think  that  this  reform  would  pro- 
duce a  remedy:  you  had  other  views,  and  we  take  upon  our- 
felves  to  prove  it.  Certainly  it  does  lie  upon  them  to  prove 
thofe  other  purpofes ;  and  as  the  language  of  our  refolutions  im- 
ports, that  our  intentioii  was  honeft,  and  unlefs  they  can  (hew 
from  the  ftatutc,  and  from  that  direct  manifeft  evidence,  which 
Lord  Coke  fays  is  necefTary  in  all  cafes  of  treafon,  that  the  pri- 
foner  and  thofe  with  whom  he  was  concerned  wiflied  to  bring 
about  a  revolution,  and  hurl  the  King  from  his  throne,  it  is 
impoflible  you  can  find  him  guilty  of  the  charge  now  brought 
•gainft  him.  ' 

Gentlemen,  there  are  two  parts  of  the  propofition,  which,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  Cbunfel  for  the  Crown  feel  it  necefTary  to 
make  out :  firft,  they  fay  we  will  prove  that  there  was  a  general 
plot  in  the  kingdom  to  effect  the  depofition  of  the  King.  la 
the  next  place,  •  they  fay  wte  will  prove  to  you,  that  the  prifonsr 
at  the  bar,  with  others,  was  an  a&or  in  the  plot,  and  is  impli- 
cated in  the  crime  that  belongs  to  them  all. 

You  will  recolleft,  Gentlemen,  that  for  making  out  the  firft 
part  of  the  propofition,  which  fhews  no  intention  of  the  prifoncrs 
to  bring  about  that  which  is  imputed  to  others,  they  have  not 
-only  called  to  you  many  members  of  all  thefe  focieties,  but 
they  have  proved  to  ypu  every  thing  done  or  faid  by  any  mem- 
ber of  the  Conftitutional  Society,  of  the  London  Corresponding 
Society,  or  any  member  of  any  other  fociety  that  ever  corre- 
fponded  with  either  of  thefe ;  that  is,  they  fay,  for  the  purpofe  of 
proving  the  general  plot,  this  will  not  be  evidence  as  againft  the 
prifoner  individually  j  but  this  is  neccfiary  for  them  to  go 
through,  in  order  for  them  to  make  out  their  firft  propofition, 
that  fuch  a  general  plot  did  exift  in  the  kingdom,  and  afterwards 
they  endeavour  to  fhew  you  that  Mr.  Hard)  was  concerned  in 
it:  this,  you  fee,  does  not  touch  the  prifoner  without  there  is 
proof  that  he  acted  in  it.     Now>  Gentlemen,  this  certainly  does . 
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lay  us  under  Confiderable  hardships!  I  told  you  before,  and  1  am 
lure  you  will  hear  it  again  from  his  Lordihip,  that  none  of  this 
fpecies  of  evidence,  which  is  not  brought  home  to  the  prifoner* 
ought  to  affeft  him  personally;  that  it  goes  only  to  prove  the  jex- 
iftence  of  a  plot :  and  yet  how  difficult  it  is  for  us,  who  ftand  as 
Counfel  for  tne  prifoner-— how  difficult  it  is  for  you,  the  arbiters 
of  his  fate — how  difficult  it  is  for  the  Court,  to  diftingtiifh  the 
feveral  parts  of  this  evideoce,  what  goes  to  prove  the  exiftence 
of  a  general  plot,  and  what  goes  to  affed  the  prifoner  perfonally. 
The  difficulty  to  us  is  infuperable ;  not  from  the  nature  of  the 
thing,  but  from  the  extent  of  evidence  to  which  we  have  been 
carried:  for  I  declare  to  you,  I  have  found  it  utterly  impoffible 
in  my  own  .mind  to  feparate  them ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  impof- 
fible  to  fhew  you  where  the  line  of  diftin&ion  lies.  If  they  had 
firft  finifhed  their  general  evidence,  and  then  gone  to  that  which 
affe&ed  the  prifoner,  we  might  have  done  it  to  a  certain  degree  ; 
but  as  the  evidence  was  jumbled  together,  fometimes  evidence 
that  affe&ed  the  general  plot,  fometimes  evidence  that  .affe&ed 
the  prifoner — fometimes  a  man  from  Sheffield,  fometimes  a  man 
from  one  fociety,  and  fometimes  another— •►fometimes  a  letter  is 
produced  from  one,  and  fometimes  from  another ;  that  I  find  it 
utterly  impoffible,  in  my  own  mind,  to  lay  down  any  plain  line 
of  diftin&ion.  I  muft,  therefore,  content  myfelf  with  dating  to 
you  generally,  what  appears  to  me  to  be  tne  fort  of  evidence, 
ftating  only  its  tendency,  by  which  they  have  endeavoured  to 
fhew  that  there  exifted  this  general  plot,  and  alfo  that  the  prifoner 
was  afFe&ed. 

In  the  firft  place,  from  the  numberlefs  papers  they  have 'pro* 
duced,  you  find  violent  expreffions— very  violent,  very  impro- 
per ones :  I  admit,  highly  improper  refolutions.    It  is  not  for  me 
to  fay  whether  they  are  criminal  or  not.     But  I  defy  my  learned 
friend,   who  will  have  an  opportunity  of  obferving  on  all  the 
evidence,  to  point  out  that  any  of  thofe  refolutions,  in  all  that 
monftrous  chaos  of  papers  which  they  have  produced  on  this 
occafion,  that  any  of  thofe  refolutions  amount  to  an  overt  a£t 
of  high  treafon,   that  they  amount  to  an  overt  act  of  compaffing 
the  King's  death,  or  to  an  aft  calculated  to  depofe  and  thereby 
compafs  the  death  of  the-  King.     That  is  the  point  that  you 
have  to  arrive  to  in  this  caufe — whether  they  amount  to  an  a£k 
firft  to  depofe  the  King,  and  thereby  to  deftroy  him.     That  the 
expreffions  in  them  are  improper,  I  admit;  .this,  certainly,  my 
learned  friend,  nor  I,  will  deny :  no  man  of  fenfe,  no  man  of 
decency,  would  ftand  up  to  defend  all  thefe  refolutions,  or  the' 
expreffions  to  be  found  in  many  of  thefe  papers ;  but  they  are 
not  high  treafon,  and  .that  is  what  you  are  to  try :  they  may 
fhew  an  indecent,  an  irritated  difpofitipn,  in  the  mind  of  thoie 
who  wrote  them ;  but  they  do  not  bring  home  to  the  prifoner 
Vol.  II.  Y  v  the 
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the  crime  of  conipiring,  with  others,  to  (ubverf  the  ftate,  of 
depofing  the  King,  and  thereby  of  comparing  his  death. 

But,  Gentlemen,  if  we  are  to  take  thefe  papers,  let  utf  take 
them  all :  let  that  which  makes  for  the  prifoner  be  taken  as  well 
as  againft  him:  they  fey  it  is  all  pretext;  that  they  had  no  in- 
tention to  bring  about  univerfal  fufFrage  and  annual  rarliaments;. 
it  was  all  pretence.     In  the  fumming  up  of  his  Lordfhrp,  you 
will  find  the  papers  full  of  thofe  declarations ;  that  the  caufe  of 
their  complaint  is  always  ftated  to  be  a  partial  reprefentation  of 
the  people  in  the  Houle  of  Commons,  and  that  their  objeft  was 
annual  Parliaments  and  univerfal  fuffrage.     Univerfal  fufFrage> 
Mr.  Fox  telk  you,  is  folly :  I  think  fo,  and  I  dare  fey  you  think 
fo:  the  Duke  of  Richmond  thought  otherwife;  and  it  was  his 
real  opinion,  I  believe.    I  think  it  folly,  and  I  fhall  ever  con- 
tinue to  think  fo ;  bat  if  fu^h  dodrines  are  held  by  fo  great  a 
perfon  as  his  Grace,  (urely  they  might  eafily  find  their  way  into 
the  mind  of  a  (hoemaker^    Another  thing  prefled  by  the  At- 
torney General  was,  that  French  terms  were  continually  ufed, 
and  therefore  it  was  to  be  fuppofed  that  the  prifoner,  and  thofe 
whom  he  a£ted  with,  wi(hed  to  introduce  all?  that  anarchy  that 
has  taken  pfece  In  a  neighbouring  country,  Becaufe  they  ufe  the 
fame  terms.    I  will  leave  you  to  judge  how  material'  that  obfer- 
vation  is  againft  the  prifoner,.  when?  I  ftate,.  that  we,  meaning 
to  prove  the  origin  of  one  of  thofe  terms,  to  (hew  that  it  was 
not  derived  from  the  French,  were  told  that  ft  was  inadmiffible,. 
becaufe  it  was  no  part  of  your  buiinefs  for  you  to  colled  from 
the  ufe  of  words  whether  the  prifoner  was  guilty  of  a  fad  or 
not;  and  therefore  I  think  you  may  difcharge  your  mind  of  that, 
becaufe  when  I  attempted  to  prove  it  was  an  Englifh  word,  I 
"was  told  it  was  inadmifiible;  nor  was  it  ftated  that  thefe  terms 
were  ufed  in  the  Convention. 

Lard  Prefident  If  you  allude  to  any  thing  that  fell  from  the 
Court  to  that  effect  I  rather  think  you  are  miftaken. 

Mr.  Gibbs.  I  laid  we  offer  this  evidence  to  {hew,  that  a  Con- 
vention of  Delegates  was  held  in  Scotland  before  the  time  we 
held  this. 

Lard  Prefident.  It  was  not  ftated  that  thofe  terms  were  ufed. 
in  that  Convention.  * 

Mr.  Gibbs.    We  call  it  a  Convention  of  Delegates. » 

Gentlemen,,  I  fubrnit  to  you,  my  argument  is  a  fair  one  and 
conclufive :  either  the  ufe  of  French  terms  is  or  is  not  material 
in  .this  cafe,  and  is  or  is  not  to  be  argued  upon:  if  it  is  to  be 
argued  in  this  cafe,  that  we  approve  of  French  principles,  be- 
caufe we  have  ufed  French  terms,  then  I  inlift,  that  it  is  com- 
petent to  me  to  ihew,  that  a  term  which  we  have  ufed,  and  is 
laid  to  be  French,  is  Englifh  or  Scotch,  becaufe  I  thereby  get 
rid  of  the  preflure  of  that  term :  i£  on  the  other  hand,  it  be  not 
open  to  me  to  Aew,  that  terms  ufed  by  the  priibner,  and  thofe 
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'with  whom  he  aded,  and  which  are  faid  to  be  French,  are 
Englifh,  or  are  Scotch ;  if  it  be  not  open  for  me  to  prove  that, 
then  I  am  fure  it  cannot  be  open  to  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide 
to  fuppofe,  that  by  the  ufe  of  French  terms  we  have  adopted 
French  ideas ;  and  you  will  throw  the  whole  of  it  out  of  your 
confideration  entirely,  becaufe  I  am  fhut  out  of  evidence  to 
mew,  chat  thefe  terms  arc  not  French,  but  Englifh,  or  Scotch  * 
it  therefore  follows,  from  the  exclufion  of  that  evidence,  that  all 
argument  refpe&iug  French  terms  muft  be  excluded  from  the  v 
caufe. 

Another  thing  imputed  to  us  is,  an  approbation  of  the  French 
Revolution.     Gentlemen,  that  is  hard:  certainly  the  prifoner  at 
•the  bar,  and  many  of  thofe  with  whom  he  a&ed,  did  highly  ap- 
prove of  the  French  Revolution :  it  was  likely  they  fhoula  ap- 
prove of  in  its  origin,  becaufe  they  were  Englishmen,  becaufe 
they  were  freemen,  and  becaufe  the  original  objeft  was  to  give 
to  flaves  that  freedom  which  we  enjoy  here.     What  could  be 
more  likely  to  catch  th£  mind,  and  to  give  pleafure  to  an  Englifh- 
man,  than  that  a  nation,  who  had  been  in  abjed  flavery  for  cen- 
turies paft,  were  reftored  to  that  freedom  to  which  they  were 
entitled  by  nature  ?     I  know  it  will  be  urged  againft  me,  that 
after  the  period  of  the  beginning  of  the  Revolution  took  place  ; 
after  ads  of  barbarity,  after  ads  of  enormity,  which  no  rational 
man  could  approve  of,  had  taken  place  in  France,  that  they  ap- 
proved ftill  generally  of  the  French  Revolution :  but  it  was  not 
thofe  a&s  that  they  approved  of,  but  of  the  Revolution  itfelf  ge- 
nerally :  and  fuppofe  they  had  exprefled  a  general  approbation  of 
the  French  Revolution,  is  it  to  be  inferred  from  thence  that  they 
wifhed  the  lame  things  to  appear  in  England  i     Were  we  an  ar- 
flided  and  an  opprefled  people  ?    Had  we  any  reafon  to  complain 
of  an  over-bearing  nobility,  whofe  rights  were  inconfiftent  with 
our  freedom  ?  Had  we  any  reafon  to  complain  of  th£  oppreifion  pf 
the  Crown  ?   Did  they  draw  their  parallel  from  any  fuch  thing  ? 
Do  you  find  any  fads  of  this  kind  from  the  beginning  of  the 
evidence  to  the  end  ?    On  the  contrary,  do  you  not  find  that  they 
fpeak  of  the  King  and  of  the  hereditary  nobility  with  reverence 
and  refped?     Was  the  cafe  of  the  Crown  and  nobility  fo  in 
France  ?  no ;  far  otherwife :  it  is  not  therefore  to  be  fuppofed, 
that  becaufe  thefe  men  approved  of  the  French  Revolution,  and 
approved  of  it  after  ads  of  violence  had  been  committed  upon 
the  perfons  of  feveral  of  the  nobles  of  that  country,  who  were 
ariftocrats,  who  certainly  before  the  Revolution  had  not  deferred 
well  of  that  body  of  men  who  accomplished  and  brought   it 
about,  it  is  not  to  be  prefumed  againft  us j  it  is  not  to  be  pre- 
sumed againft'  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  that  he  means  to  over- 
turn the  government  of  this  country;  that. he  means  to  depofe 
the  King  j  that  he  means  to  brine  about  his  deftrudion ;  that 
he  compares  his  death;  becaufe,  forfooth,  with  perhaps  a  mif- 
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guided  zeal,  he  has  exprefled  an-  approbation  of  the  French  Re- 
volution at  times  when  a  reafonable  man  would  not  only  exprefe 
an  approbation,  but  more  than  an  union  with  France,  which  has 
been  wifhed  for.    And,    Gentlemen,    what  man  is  there  who 
would  not  wifh  it,  if  it  could  be  accomplifhed  with  fafety  to 
this  country  ?  Who,  under  this  provifo,  would  not  wifh  for  a 
union  with  France  ?  and  that  that  was  their  object,  appeals  from 
what  was  written  in  a  letter  from  one  fociety  to  another,  in 
which  you  will  find,  in  a  refolution  for  addreffing  the  Conven- 
tion of  France,  that  the  ground  ftated,  is  to  prevent  the  cala- 
mities of  war.     Surely  we  have  feen  enough  of  this  war  to  con- 
clude,  that  if  thofe  calamities  could  have  been  prevented,   it 
would  have  been  wifdom  to  have  prevented  them :  the  prifoner 
may  have  judged  perhaps  upon  that  occafion,  and  thofe  with 
whom  he  acted,  and  they  may  have  ill  judged  it,  that  that  war 
may  have  been  unneceflary :  you  and  1  have  nothing  to  do  with 
that;  but  ftill  you  muft  allow,  that  a  contrary  opinion  is  not 
criminal.    And,  Gentlemen,  if  an  opinion  could  be  maintained, 
that  we  might  have  kept  out  of  thatwar,  and  you  find  that  the 
obje&  of  that  addrefs  was  to  prevent  the  calamities  of  war, 
furely  you  will  not  (ay  the  prifoner  is  guilty  of  high  treafon 
merely  for  wifhing  a  union  with  France,  when  he,  and  thofe 
with  whom  he  a&ed,  declared  that  that  war,  which  has  turned 
out  calamitous,  might  have  been  avoided.     The  obfervation 
upon  the  addrefs  to  the  National  Convention  is  open  to  the  fame 
anfwer.     As  to  the  infertion  of  Roland  and  Barrere's  fpeeches, 
mark  how  wide  the  prifoner  ftands  of  it :  a  refolution  is  pafled 
in  the  Constitutional  Society,  that  certain  fpeeches  in  the  French 
language  from  a  French  paper  fhould  be  inferted  in  their  books, 
and  which,  in  point  of  fadt,  never  were  inferted.     Can  you  be- 
lieve that  that  poor  fhoemjiker  underftanda  the  French  language? 
Can  you  believe  that  he  read  them"?  Do  you  think  he  ever  read 
the  Moniteur  Univerfalle  of  Paris  ?  not  that,  if  it  was  proved 
that  he  "was  the  perfon  that  made  the  motion,  it  makes  any  dif- 
ference in  this  cafe;    for  what  defcs   it  amount  to  fuppofe  it 
proved  ?  no  more  than  this :  that  he  wifhed  to  communicate  to 
the  .members  of  his  fociety,  what  the  reafons  -were  on  which 
thofe  a£ted  who  were  defirous  of  bringing  about  the  calamitous 
events  in  France ;  for  fuppofe  he  had  even  approved  of  thofe 
fpeeches,  and  thought  they  ailed  right,  if  he  thought  they  were 
convincing,  even  if  he  thought  that  it  ought  to  be  followed  up 
by  an  execution  of  the  defign,   though  I  fhould  differ  from  him, 
I  am  far  from  thinking,  and  I  am  lure  you  will  be  far  from 
thinking,  that  he,  from  that  circumftance,  can  be  faid  to  have 
compaflcd  the  death  of  his  owrvfCing.     What  liad  the  ftate  of 
France  to  do  with  the  ftate  of  England?     A  confti  tut  km  had 
been  received  in  thae  country.     Avhat  was  the  ground  of  ac- 
cufation  againit  the  King  of  France  i    It  waSj  that  he  had  vio- 
lated 
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lated  the  conftltution ;  and  perhaps  he  was  in  the  fame  titration 
in  which  James  II.  was  here.  I  do  not  fay  that  the  prifoner  may 
not  be  mifguidedj  but  even  if  this  had  been  his  own  opinion; 
if  he  had  read  the  fpeeches  himfelf ;  if  he  had  entered  the  refolu- 
tions  himfelf  on  the  book.,  and  the  fpeeches  in  Englifh,  I  do  in- 
fift  that  it  is  no  proof,  and  does  not  furnifh  a  prefumption  to 
you  that  he  intended  to  compafs  or  imagine  the  death  of  the 
King  of  this  country.  Thank  God,  the  King  of  England  lives 
in  the  hearts  of  his  iubje&s :  there  is  no  accufation  againft  him, 
that  he  has  violated  the  conftitution  of  this  country :  he  has  ac- 
quired and  deferves  the  love  and  affection  of  his  fubjects :  fo 
you  think,  fo  we  all  think,  and  fo  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  thinks; 
and  it  would  be  a  monftrous  cruelty  in  you  to  impute,  that  he. 
compafled  the  death  of  the  King,  becaufe  he  wifhed  well  to 
certain  perfons  in  France,  and  thought  it  right,  under  certain 
circumftances,  to  publifh  the  reafons  why  the  people  of  France 
thought  fit  to  bring  their  Iting  to  a  calamitous  death. 

Another  thing,  Gentlemen,  it  is  faid,  we  muft  have  meant 
fomething  forcible,  by  affembling  thi£  Convention:  we  muft 
have  meant  to  have  acted  with  force  againft  the  government, 
becaufe>  forfooth,  they  have  refolved,  that  they  would  no  longer 
petition  Parliament. 

Now  it  feems  to  me,  "that  that  refolution  naturally  preceded  a  • 
calling  together  fuch  a  Convention,  as  I  have  Hated  the  prifoner 
intended  to  call,  and  as  I  infill  he  might  legally  call.  If  the 
petitions  of  individuals  had  produced  from  Parliament  that  which 
it  was  their  object  to  produce,  then  the  calling  of  this  Convex 
tion  would  have  been  unneceflary ;  but  it  was  becaufe  the  peti- 
tion of  individuals  had  been  rejected,  and  it  was  thought  that 
the  voice  of  the  people  might  be  heard  louder  by  that  means. 
It  was  for  that  reafon  that  he  meant  to  calt  this  Convention : 
the  object  of  a  Convention  was,  to  petition  Parliament  in  a  dif- 
ferent form,  and  in  a  voice  more  likely  to  be  heard  by  them ;  in 
a  voice  which,  he  fuppofed,  would  be  that  of  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  England. 

Gentlemen,  you  have  heard  that  read  to  you  which  I  fhall 
have  occafion  to  ftate  more  at  large  to  you,  the  proteft  of  that 
great  conftitutional  lawyer,  Lord  Camden,  with  thirty-two  other 
Peers,  upon  the,  negative  being  put  to  a  motion  to  enquire  into 
the  expenditure  of  the  public  money :  from  that  they  might  have 
learned,  there  was  a  great  difference  between  a  petition  from 
individuals,  and  the  voice  bf  the  people  fpeaking  in  great  affo- 
ciations;  and  you  will  learn  from  hence  likewile,  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  Lord  Camden,  fuch  alfociations  were  legal.  It  is 
ftated  in  this  proteft,  a  We  are  further  impelled  to  prefs  this  mo- 
tion, becaufe  the  qbjeft  of  it  has  been  feconded  and  called  for  by 
a  confiderable  majority  of  the  people,  who  are  aflbciated  for  this 
purpofe,  and  feem  determined  to  purfue  it  by  every  legal  and 
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conftitutional  method  that  can  be  devifed  for  its  fuccefc."  Theft, 
after  private  petitions  are  rejected,  it  is  lawful  for  the  people  to 
aflbciate  for  die  purpofe  of  obtaining  that  which  Parliament  alone 
can  give  them ;  and  fuch  aflbciations  are,  in  the  language  of  the 
greateft  conftitutional  lawyer  that  ever  lived,  Lord  Camden, 
f^gal  and  conftitutional :  and  this  is  a  legal  and  conftitutional 
method  of  collecting  the  voice  of  the  people,  and  carrying  it  to 
the  ear  of  Parliament. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  the  next  general  topic  of  argument  infilled 
upon  by  the  Attorney  General,  and  head  of  evidence,  was,  I 
think,  the  proceedings  of  Mr.  Hardy,  as  to  thofe  with  whom  he 
was  connected  in  the  Scotch  Convention ;  and  he  began  with  the 
snftrudions  given  to  the  delegates  that  were  fent  to  that  Conven- 
tion :  and  the  article  he  relied  upon  as  (hewing  the  prifoner  guilty, 
was  that  in  which  it  is  ftated,  "  That  it  is  the  duty  of  the  people 
to  refift  any  aft  of  Parliament  repugnant  to  the  original  principles 
of  the  constitution,  as  would  be  every  attempt  to  prohibit  aflb- 
ciations for  the  purpofe  of  reform."  1  certainly  difagree  with 
them  in  that.  I  certainly  think  that  a  very  improper  refolution, 
but  it  is  not  an  z£t  of  high  treafon.  Suppofe  a  particular  aft  of 
Parliament,  obnoxious  to  the  public,  is  refilled;  fuppbfe  they 
rife  in  bodies  in  infurreftion  to  refift  it-— that  is  high  treafon, 
becaufe  that  is  levying  war:  but  the  confpiring  to  raife  an  in- 
forreftion  to  refift  fuch  an  a&  is  not  high  treafon,  as  Lord  Holt 
days.  To  confpire  to  raife  an  inforre&ion,  for  the  purpofe  of  jet- 
ting a  particular  a£t  repealed,  is  not  high  treafon ;  but  to  conspire 
to  levy  war  againft  the  perfon  of  the  King,  is  high  treafon  in  com- 
paffing  the  death  of  the  King,  becaufe  it  is  not  an  aft  direded 
immediately  againft  the  perfon  of  the  King.  Then,  if  con- 
fpiring to  raife  an  infurredtion  againft  an  exifting  law,  and  to 
refift  the  operation  of  that  law  be  not  high  treafon,  in  comparing 
the  King's  death,  a  fortiori^  a  refolution  to  refift  fuch  an  aft,  if 
fuch  an  ait  fhould  pafs,  cannot  be  high  treafon.  It  would  be 
arguing  from  a  ftronger  to  a  weaker  cafe,  that  though  a  confpi- 
ring to  raife  an  infurre£tion  for  the  purpofe  of  oppofing  an  exift- 
ing law  is  not  high  treafon ;  yet,  that  confpiring  to  raife  an  in* 
furreition  to  oppofe  a  law  that  does  not  exift,  is  high  treafon, 
carries  an  abfurdity  on  the  very  face  of  it. 

Gentlemen,  the  prifoner,  Mr.  Hardy,  and  thofe  who  a&ed 
with  him,  can  only  be  affe&ed  by  the  Scotch  Convention,  fo  for 
as  they  afted  under  their  authority.  They  are  not  affected  by 
any  thing  but  this  refolution.  When  they  met,  they  certainly 
came  to  ibme  refolutions,  which  I  do  not  find  jnyfelt  interefted 
to  defend  further  than  this — that  they  certainly  are  not  overt 
adts  of  high  treafon.  To  them  the  fame  anfwer  applies  that  I 
apply  to  this  refolution— -they  do  not  amount  to  any  confpiracy 
for  the  purpofe  of  raifing  a  war,  or  levying  war  againft  the  King's 
perfon  j  and  though  they  are  fuch  as  a  quiet  and  reasonable  nan 

would 
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would  certainly  difapprove  of,  yet  they  cannot  fix  upon  the  per- 
fbn  committing  them  the  crime  of  high  treafon.  And  I  beg  you 
will  always  hold  in  your  mind  the  queftion,  Whether  Mr. 
Hardy,  and  thofe  with  whom  he  a&ed,  meant  to  call  this  Con- 
vention for  the  purpofe  of  overturning  the  government,  and 
thereby  depofing  the  King  ? 

Now   you  will  not  find,  throughout  the  whole  courfe  of  thefe 
proceedings,  any  evidence  whatever  of  that  intent.     You  will 
find,  certainly,  ttrong  reiblutions,  ftrong  language  ufed  in  letters 
that  are  written,  very  ftrong,  perhaps  •>  but  none  of  them  amount 
to  a  proof  of  the  crime  with  which  he  is  charged,  not  one  of 
them;  nor   docs  it  appear  to  me  that  he  ought  to  be  charged^ 
however  criminal,  with  all  the  ads  of  that  Convention,  though 
none  of  thofe  acts  appear  to  me  to  be  criminal  to  the  extent  of 
which  it  is  endeavoured  to  load  them,  none  of  thofe  ads  were 
high  treafon,  mod  unqueftionably.     But  how  do  they  endeavour 
to  fix  them  upon  Mr.  Hardy,  and  thofe  who  aded  with  him* 
who,  irritated  at  that  which  they  felt,  and  told  by  high  autho- 
rity that  it  was  a  hard  and  unjuftifiable  judgement  againft  their 
delegates,  did  ufe  language  which  I  do  not  reel  myfelf  bound  to 
juftity  I  •  But  fomething  is  due  to  the  irritation  of  the  human 
mind — fomething  is  due  to  the  infirmities  of  human  nature.    In, 
that  ftate,  you  wDl  not  be  extreme  to  mark  what  is  amifs  in  a 
cafe  of  this  fbrt.     You  will  look  at  the  intention,  to  fee  if  there 
is  any  thing  proved  upon  this  prifoner,   to  bring  home  to  his 
mind  the  criminal  a£t  charged  in  this  indictment;  and  unlefs  you 
find  fome  a£t  which  is  a  dire&  and  manifeft  proof   that  he  de- 
finned  to  overturn  the  government  and  depofe  the  King,  you 
will  caft  out  of  your  mind  fuch  expreffions  as  I  have  alluded  to  ; 
and,  however  you  may  difapprove  of  his  conduit  in  fbme  re- 
fpefts,   he  is  not  guilty  of  that  heinous  crime  which  is  now 
charged  againft  him. 

Gentlemen,  it  is  faid,  but  I  think  it  is  not  flipported  in  law* 

that  thefe  delegates,  who  acfted   in  the  Convention  of   Scot- 

land,  were  guilty  of  high  treafon;  and  that  Mr.  Hardy,  and  thofe 

with  whom  he  a&ed,.  who*  perhaps,  might  difapprove  of  the 

proceedings  that  pafTed  there*  are  akb  guilty  of  high  treafon ;  I 

cannot  bring  myfelf  really  to  believe,  that  if  it  had  been  thought 

that  the  proceedings  of  the  Convention  of  Scotland  amounted  to* 

high  treafon,  its  members  who  were  tried  would  not  have  been 

charged  with  high  treafon.    I  cannot  underftand,  how  the  con* 

faking  and  confpiring  to  do  that  here  can  be  high  treafon*  which. 

is  not  high  treafon  to  do  in  Scotland.      You  know  very  well* 

that  thofe  who  fat  in  that  Convention  were  proceeded  againft* 

though  not  for  high  treafon ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  perfons. 

yho  were  tried  in  Scotland  were  tried  for  a  mifdemeanour  only.. 

The  Lord  Juftice  Clerke  had  the  fame  evidence  before  him 

*w  you  have  now.    If  it  was  high  treafon,  he  would  have  done 

that 


that  which  it  was  his  duty  to  do — he  would  riot  havfc  tried  tfis 
prifoners  for  a  mifdemeanour ;  he  would  have  told  the  Jury  they 
muft  have  found  him  pot  guilty  of  a  mifdemeanour,  for  that  the 
fa&s  amounted  to  the  proof  of  guilt  of  a  higher  crime.  His 
Lordfhip  will  tell  you,  that  what  I  am  now  ftating  is  law,  that 
if  a  man  is  indided  for  a  crime  of  a  lower  defcription,  and  the 
evidence  on  the  trial  goes  to  the  proof  of  a  crime  of  a  higher 
defcription,  he  cannot  be  convifted  on  the  lower.  And,  there- 
fore, I  have  the  authority  of  the  Courts  of  Scotland,  and  thofe 
who  introduced  profccutions  for  mifdemeanours  only*to  fay,  that 
the  meeting  of  the  Scotch  Convention,  and  the  acts  of  the  dele- 
gates in  the  Convention  (I  do  not  mean  Watt  and  D3wnie) 
were  not  in  themfelves  high  treafon ;  and,  therefore,  the  con- 
fukations  to  bring  about  thofe  ads  here  cannot  be  high  trea- 
fon. 

Nowf  fjentlemem,  thefe  appear  to  me  to  be  the  general  ob- 
fervations  arifing  out  of  the  mafs  of  evidence  with  which  we  arc 
loaded  in  this  caufe,  and  from  which  the  Counfel  for  the  Crown 
would  perfuade  yoa  to  believe,  the  prifoner,  and  thofe  with  whom 
he  afted,  have  been  guilty  of  high  treafon. 

Gentlemen,  I  come  now  to  the  parole  evidence ;  and  I  beg, 
again  and  again,  to  bring  to  your  recollection,  that  the  ques- 
tion upon  this  part  of  the  cafe  is,"  Whether  *be  prifoner,  in 
confpiring  to  call  "together  this  Convention,  meant  to  depofe 
the  King  r — I  come  now  to  the  parole  evidence  produced  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown,  by  which  they  have  endeavoured  to  fupport 
that  propofition,  not  only  that  the  prifoner,  but  the  people  con- 
cerned in  all  thefe  focieties,  that  their  diredt  objeft  was  to  drive 
the  King  from  his  throne,  to  fubvert  hifc  government,  and  there- 
by to  compafs  bis  death. 

The  firft  two  witneffes  ,were  Mr.  Carnage  and  Mr.  Broomheai 
from  Sheffield,  and  they  are  called  on  the  part  of  "the  Crow 
and  therefore  their  evidence  is  impeachable,  as  far  as  it  may  make 
for  us ;  and  moft  certainly  they  are  called  to  prove,  that  prepa- 
rations were  made  to  fupport  the  violence  which  it  is  fuppofed 
this  Convention  to  be  called  was  to  ufe.  For  you  know,  Gen- 
tlemen, for  to  fuppofe  that  a  Convention  was  to  be  called  that 
was  to  aft  with  force,  and  not  ihew  that  that  Convention  was 
furnifhed  with  means  for  carrying  on  that  oppofitiorf  to  govern- 
ment, would  be  abfurd — would  be  nonfenfe.  They  found  it, 
therefore,  incumbent  upon  them  to  bring  evidence  that  the  pri- 
foner, and  thofe  with  whom  he  a£ted,  were  provided  with  means 
to  carry  this  project  into  execution  by  force,  againft  the  whole 
armed  fores  of  government.  For  this,  they  call  Mr.  Carnage 
and  Broomhead,  and  they  certainly  prove  fome  of  the  facts  thai 
the  Crown  called  them  to  prove — they  prove  that  pikes  at  Shef- 
field were  actually  prepared.  But  how  docs  it  come  out  upon 
their  crois-examination  that  thefe  pikes  were  prepared  I    How 

does 


t    353   # 

^oes  it  come  6ut  from  the  witnefles  for  the  Crown,  and  wfcofe 
Evidence  you  muft  attend  to,  as  it  makes  for  the  prisoner  as  well 
as  againft  him  i     What  is  the  account  that  the  witnefles  for  the 
Crown  give  of  making  thefe  pikes  ?     They  &y  they  were  made 
by  a  party  to  whom  the  witneffes  belonged,  oecaufe  they  had 
ground,   and   iuft  and  reafonable  ground,   to  apprehen?  they 
Should  themfelves  be  attacked  by  the  oppofite  party:   Broom- 
head's  houfe  had  been  attacked ;  inflammatory  hano-bills  were 
tent  about ;  a  gun  was  fired  under  the  door  pf  one  of  the  houfes, 
#  and  that  sun  was  fired  by  a  member  of  an  armed  body  of  dif- 
ferent political  (entiments  to  themfelves*    What  then  is  become 
of  this  line  of  evidence,  which  was  dire&ed  by  the  Crown  to 
this  abje&,  to  (hew  that  the  prifoner,  /and  thofe  who  a&ed  with 
him,  had  confpired  with  the  people  at  Sheffield,  to  procure  pikes 
to  {import  this  Convention,  againft  the  full  armed  force  and 
againft  the  government  of  the  country  ?     They  had  prepared 
pikes ;  .but  their  own  witnefles  tell  you  why  they  had  prepared 
them:  beca^fe  their  houses*  their  perfons,  their  lives,  were  not 
fafe :   they  had  a&ually  had  their  houfes  befet ;  inflammatory 
hand-biUs  were  fent  round  the  town,  to  provoke  the  people  to 
attack  theni;  and  for  this,  perhaps  legally,  they  may,  when  at- 
tacked, repel  force  by  force;  and. they  may  make  preparation 
for  fuch  refinance,  if  they  apprehend  fuch  force;  as  the  late 
hiftory  of  this  country  (hews,  how  neceflary  this  may  be,  and  tp 
what  good  purpofes  they  may  be  applied.    We  all  remember  the 
fituation.  or  Dr.  Prieftiey,  at  Birmingham; .  a  mob  befet  his 
lioufe;  they  razed  it  to  the  ground:  would  it  not  have  been 
lawful  for  Dr.  Prieftley,  upon  that  occafion,  to  have  prepared 
oppofition  to  .that  force,  to  have  oppofed  force  by  force  ?     And 
iaw  was  it  then  unlawful  for  thefe  people  at  Sheffield,  when 
they  had  notice,  /rpm  the  a&s  of  the  oppofite  party,  that  they 
would   be  attacked ;  when  they  had  a&ually  been  attacked  in 
ibrne  inftances;   when  inflammatory  hand-bills  had  been  fent 
found  the  town,  for  the  people  to  attack  them.;  how  could  it  be 
unlawful  for  them  to  prepare  arms  in  their  own  defence  ?    And 
how  can  thofe  arms  prepared  be  conftrued  into  high  treafon 
againft  Mr.  Hardy  as  a  member,  and  every  member  of  the 
Corrqfponding  and  Conftitutional  Societies,  as  they  cqrrefponded 
with  the  Sheffield  Society,  of  which  Sheffield  Society  thefe  men 
were  members  ? 

Gentlemen,  thip  is  coming  at  treafon,  not  by  plain  and  direct 
manifeft  proof,  but  by  that  which  Lord  Coke  fays  it  ought  not 
t*  be  got  at ;  not  by  inference  and  illations,  but  by  falfe  and 
unjqft  alarmings :  it  is  affigning  that  to  one  caufe  which  ought 
to  be  affigned  tQ  another ;  it  is  attributing  to  thefe  people  a  de- 
sign .which  they  had  not,  and  which,  thefe  witnefles,  who  prove 
the  fc&  of  the  pikes,  ftated  they  had  not ;  and  it  is  implicating 
the  n/ifoner  at  the  bv  in  a  fuppofed  defign,  in  that  in  which  he 
Voi.IL  Zz  had 
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had  no  concern  whatever.    You  know,  Gentlemen,  it  was  not 
onl v  the  cafe  of  Dr.  Prieftley ;  Dr.  Prieftley  was  not  only  at- 
tacked  at  Birmingham;    but  we  know  that   Mr.  Walker,- of 
Manchefter,  was  fo  attacked,  and  the  Mayor  of  Nottingham; 
but  he  had  notice  of  it  beforehand :  he  did  provide  himfel?  with 
arms  to  defend  hrmfelf ;  he  ufed  thofe  arms  in  his  owh  defence, 
and  two  of  the  rioters  who  attacked  his  houfe  fell  under  him, 
and  the  rnqueft  of  that  death  was  found  juflifrable  homicide. 
What  would  have  been  the  fate  of  the  Mayor  of  Nottingham, 
if  he  had  not  prepared  for  his  defence  ?     His  houfe  would  have 
been  razed  to  the  ground,  like  Dr.  Prieftley's,  and  there  would 
have  been  another  difgrace  brought  upon  this  couutry,  by  the 
tleftru&ion  of  the  houfe  and  property  of  an  innocent  man,  be- 
caufe  he  had  not  the  means  of  defence  againft  an  illegal  attack. 
Thefe  inftances  {hew  the  neceffity  and  legality  of  providing  our- 
felves  with  arms  againft  fuch  attacks,  when  we  are  furnifhed 
with  the  means  of  forefeeing  them :  But,  Gentlemen,  not  only 
do  they  take  off  all  cffeft  from  that  raft  which  they  were  to  prove 
on  behalf  of  the  Crown,  that  they  had  provided  themfelves  with 
pikes  at  Sheffield,  but  they  prove  fomethmg  more.    You  will 
oBferve,  that  we  are  endeavoured  to  be  implicated  in  the  ge- 
neral plot  with  all  the  members  of  the  Constitutional  and  Lon- 
don Correfponding  Societies,  and  the  Society  at  Sheffield:  we 
are  endeavoured  to  be  implicated  in  the  general  plot  to  call  a 
Convention  for  the  purpofe  of  depofirig  the  King,  and  upon  that 
ground,  the  declarations  and  a&s  of  all  thefe  people  are  received 
in  evidence  againft  my  cilent ;  and  therefore,  we  have  a  right 
to  a£k  them,  when  they  are  called  here,  what  their  views  are; 
and  if  we  can  prove  that  our  views  were  not  thofe  imputed  to 
us,  we  have  a  right  to  avail  ourfelves  of  it.     But  what  do  thefe 
men  fay  ?     Carnage  and  BroomhAd  fay,  they  never  had  any  idea 
of  attacking  the  King ;  they  never  had  any  idea  of  attacking 
the  Houfe  of  Lords :   their  only  objeft  was,  a  reform  in  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  which  they  thought  corrupt.     They  never 
had  any  idea  to  attack  the  government,  but  to  call  a  Convention, 
to  make  known  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  what  was  the  general 
wifh  of  the  nation :  not  by  force  *  they  meant  onlv  it  fhodd 
operate  by  the  proerefs  of  reafon ;  they  meant  to  colled,  by  de- 
legates fent  to  different  parts  of  the  country,  what  was  the  ge- 
neral opinion  of  the  people  of  the  country ;  and  if  it  turned  out 
that  the  genera]  opinion  of  the  people  was,  that  this  reform 
fhould  be  effefted,  then  they  believed,  and  believed  truly,  that 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  would  liften-  to  a  petition  fo  prefented, 
and  would  accede  to  fuch  a  bill,  if  brought  into  Parliament. 

Gentlemen,  another  witnefs  whom  they  call,  is  Widdifon* 
he  comes  from  the  fame  place ;  and  you  will  recoiled  here,  that 
there  had  been  given  in  evidence,  a  letter  from  one  Daviion,  of 
Sheffield,  to  IVJr.  Qardy,  ftating  what  was  true;  that  the  patriots 
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at  Sheffield  had  provided  themfelves  with  pikes  For  their  defence  • 
it  is  pretended,  that  this  defence  was  all  pretext ;  but  when  you 
hear  the  witnefles  for  the  Crown,  you  find  it  was  not  a  pretext, 
but  that  they  were  in  real  danger  of  being  attacked  by  the  op-  • 
polite  party.    Davifon  writes  a  letter  to  Mr.  Hardy  in  London, 
and  informs  him,  that  they  might  have  pikes  from  Sheffield,  if 
they  thought  proper,  for  the  fame  purpofe — namely,  for  their 
defence  likewife ;  and  it  is  imputed  to  Mr.  Hardy,  that  the  re- 
ceiving of  this  letter  mews,  that  he  meant  to  provide  this  Con- 
vention, or  thofe  who  were  to  aft  under  this  Convention,  with 
arms,  for  the  purpofe  of  fupporting  thefe  reiblutions  by  force. 
How  does  this  turn  out  ?     The  letter  contains  in  it  another  let- 
ter to  Norwich,  which  Mr.  Hardy  is  defired  to  forward ;  both 
the  letter  to  Mr.  Hardy  and  the  letter  to  Norwich  remain  in  his 
pofleffion  till  they  are  feized — from  the  2ift  of  April  to  the 
1 2th  of  May:  he  never  fends  the  letter  to  Norwich;  he  never 
mentions  to  his  divifion  that  he  had  received  fuch  a  letter ;  he 
never  propofes  to  any  of  them,  to  furnifh  themfelves  with  thofe 
arms  which  he  might  have  furnifhed  himfelf  with.    Now  what 
is  the  fair  conclufion  to  be  drawn  from  thefe  fads  ?     Is  it  not 
this— You  were  in  danger  in  Sheffield,  and  you  provided  your- 
felves  with  pikes ;  and  you  had  a  right  fo  to.  do.     But  we  do  not 
believe  we  have  the  fame  danger  in  London ;  we  do  not  beljeve 
We  fhall  be  attacked ;  and,  therefore,  he  takes  no  notice :  he  does 
not  fend  the  letter  to  Norwich,  or  communicate  it  to  his  divi- 
fion; he  takes  no  notice  of  it,  except  to  Edwards;  he  took  no 
fteps  upon  it,  becaufe,  you  will  recoiled*  that  by  die  letter,  he 
was  defired  to  addrefs  an  anfwer  to  one  Moody,  who  lives  at 
Sheffield*     Moody  was  afterwards  called  as  a  witnefs  by  the 
Crown;  and  he  fwears  pofitively  that  no  letter  from  Mr.  Hardy, 
or  any  of  the  fociety,  ever  came  to  his  hands— a  conclufive 
proof  that  nothing  was  ever  done  by  Hardy,  or  any  of  the  fo- 
ciety, to  his  knowledge,  on  that  letter;  and,  therefore,  alfo  a 
conclufive  proof  that  Mr.  Hardy  did  not  mean,  jipon  a  concert 
between  him  and  Davifon,  to  ufe  thefe  arms  provided  at  Shef- 
field for  the  protection  and  defence  of  that  fociety;  that  he  did 
not  mean  to  ufe  them  againft  the  government  of  the  country. 

Widdifon,  Gentlemen,  who  is  called  alfo  to  this  faft  of  the 
pikes,  is  crofs*examined  by  us,  as  to  the  purpofes  of  their  in- 
ftitution :  he  tells  you,  and  they  all  join  in  telling  you,  that  their 
objeft  was  Parliamentary  Reform ;  that  they  meant  to  obtain 
it  by  peaceable  means ;  that  they  meant  to  call  this  Convention, 
not  in  order  to  take  upon  itfelt  the  funftions  of  government ; 
not,  in  any  refpeS,  to  force  their  opinions  by  dint  of  arms ;  but 
merely  that  it  might  reprefent  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  what 
Vfts  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  people,  and  that  that 
opinion  mitht  find  its  way  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

6  ;Zu  Hill 
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Hill  is  toother  witnefc  of  the  fame  fort :  he  alfo  tells  you  the 
fame  h£t :  he  ftates  to  yon  the  fame  tMft£s :  he  proved  that  they 
had  the  pikes ;  but  he  proved  that  they  were  provided  for  the 
Tame  purpofe.  But  great  reliance  fe  olaced  on  the  evidence  of 
Edwards:  by  Edwards  it  is  faid*  that  Mr.  Hardy  dideommuni- 
cate  this  letter,  and  fiirnifhed  him  with  the  means  of  getting 

.  thefe  pikes.  How  did  he  communicate  it  ?  Why,  Edtyards,  a 
forward  man,  afks  him,  and  it  was  jtabliclv  known,  that  thefe 
people  at  Sheffield  had  been  thus  beiet,  ana  had  provided  them- 
felves  with  thefe  pikes.  Edwards  comes  to  Mr.  Hardy,  and 
afts  him  to  give  him  a  diredictn  to  any  body,  or  tell  him  who 
made  him  the  pikes  at  Sheffield :  Haray  having  this  letter  in  his 
pocket,  never  having  communicated  it  before  this  to  4  fingte 
foul,  and  if  he  had  you  would  have  known  it,  for  they  have  had 
ipies  upon  him  thefe  three  years ;  being  afked  by  Edwards,  a 
very  forward  young  man,  for  a  direction  to  the  man  at  Sheffield, 
be  does  give  him  the  direction;  and  that  is  the  fole  ufe  he  ever 
ittakes  of  the  letter  he  received  from  Sheffield  \  and  he  makes 
no  ufe  whatever  of  the  inclofure  to  Norwiefi. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  Mr.  Hardy  did  not  want  any  of  thefe 
pikes :  how  came  Mr.  Edwards  to  afk  for  thetn  ?  Not  from 
any  communication  he  had  with  Mr.  Hardy :  he  is  the  Crown's 
witnefsj  and  what  he  fays  pn  one  fide  you  muft  believe,  as  welt 
as  what  he  (ays  on  the  other \  and  he  tells  you  it  was  for  that 
purpofe  only  of  defending  himfelf,  if  illegally  attacked,  that  he 
defired  a  direction  to  Sheffield :  he  lays,  there  had  been  great 
infults  offered  to  him,  and  it  was  for  that  purpofe  of  defending 
himfelf,  that  he  defired  a  diredion  to  this  man :  he  made  one 
for  himfelf  perfonally ;  and  what  is  that  to  Mr.  Hardy  ?  Is  Mr. 
Hardy  anfwerable  for  all  his  ads  ?  And  if  he  was  anfwerablc> 
what  does  it  amount  to  ?  If,  from  a  felfe  idea,  he  chofe  to  pro* 
vide  himfelf  with  a  pike,  and  advifed  two  or  throe  others  topro- 

1  vide  themfelves  too,  is  this  evidence  that  can  convince  any  ra- 
tional mind,  or  that  can  go  a  fingle  flep  towards  convincing  a 
man  of  common  reafon,  mat  thefe  pikes  were  procured  by  Mr. 
Hardy,  and  thofe  who  afted  with  him,  for  the  purpofe  of  flip-, 
porting  this  Convention  in  refilling/  by  force,  the  whole  united1 
military  of  this  kingdom,  and  not  only  the  whole  united  mili- 
tary, but  alfo  all  the  armed  aiTociations  that  had  been  raifed  in 
the  country?  Three  dozen  of  pikes 'in  the  hands  df  a  few 
Sheffield  men,  and  a  few  others  into  wftofe  hands  Mr.  Hardy 
might  put  them;  60  mufquetteers,  and  three  French  knives j 
are  to  oppofe  the  whole  armed  power  of  England  !  Now,  can  j 
you  believe,  that  men  who  really  entertained  in  their  minds  the 
idea  of  enforcing  the  a&s  of  this  Convention,  which  was  juft 
about  to  be  called,  by  dint  of  arms— -Can  you  believe,  that 

fhey  would  have  taken  no  further  fteps  towards  the  execution  tf 

their 

.  j 


r    357    3 

{heir  defign,  if  their  defign  had  been  that  which  is  imputed  td 
them,  than  providing  thertifelves  ivith  three  dozen  pikes,  ait 
order  only  for  60  mufquets,  and  lefs  than  half  a  dozen  of  French 
knives  ? 

Gentlemen,  my  learried  friend  fliggefts  to  me  a  feft  that  felt 
Jrom  a  witnefs  in  Court,  when  I  was  not  here ;  and  I  am  obliged 
to  him ;  it  ftrengthens  my  argument.    .He  fays,  a  witnefs  was 
afked  how  many  pikes  they  might  have  procured  in  the  courfe  df  ' 
one  day,  and  he  (aid  10,000.     Then  it  is  no  eXcufe,  that  though 
their  wants  were  "large,  the  means  of  providing  them  were  not 
Efficiently  large,.     They  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  fignify  what 
they  wanted :  and  if  they  had  meant  to  fupport  this  Convention 
by  force  in  Sheffield,  they  might  immediately  have  raifed  an  army 
of  pikemen,  fuppofing  they  had  numbers  fufficient  to  place  them 
in  die  hands  of.    Ana  yet  this  plan  of  arming  for  the  fupport  of 
the  Convention,  which  is  ftated  to  have  commenced  as  early  as 
the  year  1792,  which  continued  from  that  time  down  to  the  12th 
of  'May,  1 754 — this  array  which  was  preparing  itfelf  againft  the 
governnjent  of  the  country,  though  they  could  have  got  10,006 
pikes^n  the  courfe  of  a  few  days,  had  hot  got  the  length  of  an 
order,  I  believe,  of  more  than  three  dozen  of  pikes—-!  do  not 
know  whether  ah  order,  or  only  a  converfation  about  an  order  foe 
the  Lambeth  affociation,  of  fixty  mufquets— and  lefs  than  half  a 
dozen,  three  or  four,  of  Ffrench  knives.      The  abfurdity  and 
improbability  of  the  thing  ftares  one  in  the  face.    If  thefe  people 
had  the  will,  they  had  the  means ;  and  you  are  to  try  whether 
they  had  the  will — whether  it  was  the  intention  of  thefe  people 
to  call  this  Convention,  and  then  to  aft  thertifelves,  through  thia 
Convention,  by  the  force  of  arms.     And,  Gentlemeh,  if  you 
find  diem  making  no  preparation — if  you  find  them  not  prepared 
to  attack  a  fingle  company  of  the  guards,  it  becomes  incredible 
that  they  {hould  entertain  fuch  a  projeft.    In  moff  cafes  that  we 
to*>w  of  in  hiftory,  and  from  the  State  Trials,  in  confpiring  to 
raife  an  infurredion  in  the  country,  there  is  a  party  in  arms  in. 
the  country  ready,  to  whom  they  can  immediately  attach  them- 
felves,  or  elfe  there  are  preparatidns  for  the  levying  of  troops; 
"which  troops  are  to  be  collefted  and  formed  into  a  oody  at  the 
t«ae  the  men  themfelve?  are  to  rife.     But  here  is  a  Convention 
«*ted  in  terms,  to  meet  immediately,  and  not  a  fingle  provifioa 
?*de  for   the  fupporting  it  \  which,  if  it  be  not  proved,  this 
indiftment  cannot  be  proved,  for  fupporting  that  Convention  in 
the  force  with  which  it  is  pretended  it  was  to  aft. 

Gentlemen,  another  witnefs  they  call  is  Mr.  Samuel  Williams,, 
and  he  is  to  prove  not  only  that  Air,  Hardy  had  provided  himfelf 
With  pikes,  to  enforce  the  decrees  of  this  Convention  by  force, 
but,  I  believe,  that  he  bad  embodied  a  file  of  mufquetteers  to 
ferve  under  this  Convention.  But  what  does  this  evidence  amount 
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pair  of  flioes  of  Mr.  Hardy  in  the  yeaiNi793,  and  wifhed  him  to 
take  a  gun.  Mr.  Hardy  is  fuppofed  to  be  a  man  who  had  now  in 
his- mind  a  plot  for  overturning  the  government  by  force,  and 
arming  this  Convention  itfelf,  or  an  army  was  to  ad  under 
this  Convention,  and  they  were  not  provided  with  arms ;  and  2 
man  comes  to  Mr.  Hardy's  fliop,  buys  a  pair  of  (hoes,  pays  him 
for  them,  and  wifhes  him  to  take  a  gun.  If  Mr.  Hardy  had 
been  in  the  plot— if  he  had  had  any  fuch  intention  in  his  mind  as 
is  now  imputed  to  him,  he  would  have  caught  at  it  immediately; 
but,  inftead  of  that,  he  refufes  it  at  firft :  at  .length,  he  agrees 
to  take  a  gun,  and  then  it  is  fuffered  to  remain  more  than  a  fort- 
night  before  he  can  find  a  chap  for  it ;  and  at  the  end  of  the 
fortnight,  upon  his  coming  again  and  ordering  a  pair  of  boots  of 
him,  he  gets  him  a  cuftomer. 

Tbey  fay,  that  the  confpiracy  commenced  long  previous  to  the 
Scotch  Convention ;  they  fay  it  commenced  before  the  delegates 
were  fent  to  the  Scotch  Convention ;  they  fay  it  commenced  be- 
fore the  letter  was  fent  directed  to  Norwich.    If  Mr.  Hardy  had 
in  his  mind  the  intention  of  arming  a  troop  for  the  fupport  of 
thatConvention,  then  furely  he  would  have  caught  at  the  oppor- 
tunity of  providing  himfelt  with  arms  at  this  eafy  way;  but  he 
does  not:  he  keeps  the  gun  by  him  for  a  fortnight,  before  he  gets 
rid  of  it,  and  at  lafi  found  means  to  difpofe  of  it,  upon  the  wit- 
ness having  a  pair  of  boots  of  him ;  and,  by  the  importunity  of 
the  man,  he  gets  rid  of  two  or  three.     This  is  the  evidence  by 
which  they  endeavour  to  implicate  Mr.  Hardy  in  this  bufmefs  of 
Frankfort's,   and  the  Lambeth  aflociation :  Mr.  Hardy  recom- 
mended him  to  that,  and  it  is  (aid  by  Williams  that  Mr.  Hardy 
recommended  him  to  Franklow.     It  was  notorious,  that  Frank- 
low  had  an  aflociation,  and  thofe  who  belonged  to  his  corps  wore 
uniforms.     I  know  not  whether  the  aflociation  was  a  proper  onm 
improper  ona,  but  certainly  it  was  an  open  and  avowed  one. 
Franklow  himfelf  appeared  at  the  Globe  Tavern  in  his  uniform; 
it  certainly  was  no  fecret.     He,  perhaps,  feeing  the  country  fuD 
of  armed  aflbciations,  chofe  to  have  one  of  his  own:  whether  he 
had  a  right  to  do  it,  I  will  not  fay,  but  it  certainly  was  not  an  ad 
of  high  treafon.     Suppofe  he  collected  men,  armed  them,  and 
drilled  them:  it  was  not  unnatural  that  he  (hould:  it  might  be  a 
fort  of  efprit  de  cceur — feeing  the  country  full  of  armed  aflb- 
ciations— feeing  that  other  people  about  nim  had  raifed  men, 
armed  them  and  drilled  them,  especially  as  he  had  been  a  dabbler 
hit  the  army*    I  remember  myfelf  being  in  arms,  and  ailing  as 
lieutenant  undefr  my  learned  friend  Mr.  Erfkine,   in  the  year 
1780,  and  very  proud  we  were  of  our  arms :  regimentals  we 
had  none,  but  very  proud  we  were  of  our  guns.     We  had  no 
authority  or  commifSon  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county, 
or  from  Government  j  but  others  did  it,  and  therefore  we  did  it: 
and  he  did  not.  conceal  itj  h$  bad  printed  refolutions,  and  he 
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went  about  in  his  uniform ;  and  to  fay  that  that  unfortunate  matt 
at  the  bar  knowing  it— knowing  Franklow,  becaufe  he  recom- 
mended Williams  to  furnifli  this  man  with  two  or  three  guns, 
that  therefore  it  is  to  be  imputed  to  him  that  this  Convention 
was  to  be  called  for  the  purpofe  of  fubverting  the  government  of 
the  country,  is  the  moft  monftroas  conclusion  I  ever  heard  ftated 
in  a  court  of  juftice.     Good  God  1  Gentlemen,  if  thefe  proofs 
are  to  implicate  men  in  fuch  crimes,  what  man  is  fafe  ?     Who 
can  be  fafe  for  a  iingle  moment  ?     Merciful  God  !  how  can  we 
hope  that  any  of  our  a£b  will  be  fcreened  by  Thee— -that  Thou 
wilt  look  upon  us  at  the  great  Day  of  Judgement — that  any  of 
us  will  pafs  innocent  there,  if  upon  evidence  like  this  we  can 
be  fatisfied  to  take  away  the  life  of  a  fellow  creature,  becaufe  a 
man  happefts,  in  communication  with  another,  who  was  his  cuf- 
tomer  at  his  houfe,  to  recommend  him  to  provide  a  few  muf- 
quets  to  a  man  who  was  railing  an  aflbciation  ?     Therefore,  it 
is  imputed  to  this  man-— not  that  that  is  the  fair  inference,  that 
he  meant  only  to  ferve  one  who  had  ferved  him  in  his  trade,  but 
it  is  to  be  inferred  from  hence,  that  he  meant  with  thofe  guns  to 
arm  this  Convention  that  was  to  be  called,  for  the  purpofe  of 
waging  war  againft  the  government  of  this  country.     It  is  a 
monftrous  conclufion-— it  is  a  difgraceful  thing  to  infift  upon 
fuch  a  conclufion  upon  fads  fuch  as  thefe,  were  there  not  others, 
which  I  know  the  Solicitor  General  will  rely  upon  in  his  reply  ; 
from  which,  taking  them  altogether,   he  wifhes  you  to  colled: 
that  charge  which  this  indiftment  endeavours  to  fix  upon  the 
prifoner — namely,  that  he  has  compaffed  the  King's  death. 

Gentlemen,  the  next  witnefs  whom  they  call  is  Gofling.  He 
is  one  of  thofe  infamous  men  who  endeavour  to  procure  a  liveli- 
hood by  infinuating  themfelves  into  the  fecret  a&s  of  others,  and 
difcoyering  them  to  the  government. .  I  do'  not  fay  that  men  are 
not  to  be  charged  with  adks  of  theirs  difcovered  by  fpies,  but  I 
fay,  that  a  man  of  this  defcription,  who  gives  evidence  againft 
perfons  into  whofe  confidence  he  has  endeavoured  to  infinuate 
himfelf,  is  to  be  heard  and  attended  to  with  very  great  caution 
and  referve.  His  value  rifes  according  to  the  value  of  his  tefti- 
mony: he  is  a  more  or  lefs  valuable  witnefs,  andV  according  as 
the  a£h  he  communicates  to  his  employer  are  more  or  lefs  crimi- 
flalt  he  is  interefted  to  enhance  them;  and  it  is  to  that  I  attribute 
a  great  deal  of  the  teftimony  of  Gofling.  If  a  man  of  this  de- 
fcription goes  through  his  evidence  fairly,  without  any  objection 
rifing  upon  the  manner  of  giving  his  teftimony-— if  he  relates  to 
you  a  plain,  regular,  confident  feries  of  fads,  I  admit  you  ought 
to  attend  to  him  %  but  remember  how  he  demeaned  himfelf  upon 
the  crofs-examination :  and  in  his*  examination,  in  chief,  he  had 
all  his  fadts  ready  and  eafy ;  but  he  funk  under  the  crofs-exami- 
tion  of  my  learned  friend — he  was  confounded  and  abafhed.  .  It 
is  impoffible  to  go  through  all  the  evidence  laid  before  you j  but 
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^tie  tt&  I  remember  particularly,  that  one  of  thofe  perfon^ 
whom  he  would  have  implicated  in  the  crime,  he  ftated,  went 
about  the  country  to  corrupt  the  foldiers;  that  he  had  corrupted 
a  confiderable  number,  but  others  he  Could  not-^-he  found  many 
ftood  proof  againft  him. 

Gentlemen,  if  that  had  been  true,  you  would  have  had  the 
foldiers  all  here  as  witnefles.  It  was  an  oafy  thing  for  govern- 
ment to  colled  who  thofe  perfons  were  that  he  had  unfuccdsfullr 
endeavoured  to  tamper  with :  but  not  being  able  to  difcover  any 
one  of  thefe  men,  and  there  not  having  been  called  a  (ingle  wit- 
nefs  of  that  defcription  to  fupport  the  evidence  given  by  Soiling 
upon  that  fubje£t,  is  a  plain  proof  to  me,  that  his  evidence  in 
that  refpeft  was  not  true.  Add  to  that,  the  manner  in  which  he 
deported  himfelf  upon  the  crofs-examination-— the  difficulty  m? 
learned  friend  had  to  get  from  him  anfwers  from  the  plained 
queftions,  and  I  think  you  will  find  no  difficulty  in  feeing,  that 
what  he  fays,  uniiipported  by  any  other  teftimony,  ought  not  to 
weigh  any  thing  in  this  caufe. 

Gentlemen,  there  is  another  witnefs  of  the  fame  defcription; 
his  name  is  Lynam.  It  is  utterly  impoffible  to  go  into  his  exa- 
mination ;  his  examination,  in  chief,  lafted  fix  or  feven  hours:  he 
fpoke  from  notes,  in  which  he  had  entered  fliort  memorandums: 
he  had  miftaken  a  great  number  of  names  that  he  had  ftated  ia 
thofe  notes — Curtis  for  Carter,  and  fo  on ;  and  hardly  a  (ingle 
a&  to  which  he  fpoke, ,  which  went  to  fix  criminality  either 
upon  the  prifoner  or  thofe  who  acted  with  him,  were  from  his 
notes,  but  it  was  from  his  memory ;  and  if  his  notes  themfelve* 
are  fo  incorrect,  what  credit  can  you  give  to  a  man  who  paid  fc 
little  attention  as  to  confound  one  name  for  another.  At  one 
time  he  fays,  he  did  not  attend  to  the  perfons  that  ufed  the  con- 
ver&tion,  but  to  the  expreffions  theymade  ufe  of;  and  then  ht 
tells  you,  that  this  and  that  general  conversation  paffed  at  this 
and  that  meeting ;  and  I  wilftell  you  why  he  faid  that — what 
was  faid  by  ^  any  of  thefe  perfons  was  ruled  to  be  evidence  of 
the  general  plot,  and  confdquently  what  he  has  ftated  to-be  faid 
there  in  general  correfpondence,  has  gone  to  that  general  evi- 
dence ;  and  when  he  is  afked,  Who  torn  you  this  i  Who  were  the 
perfons  that  ufed  thefe  expreffions  ?  he  does  not  know ;  he  did 
not  think  it  material  to  obferve.  *  What !  a  fpy ;  a  man  wbde 
buhnefs  it  is  to  collect  information  for  government ;  a  man  who 
attended  the  meeting  merely  for  the  purpofe  of  coining  after- 
wards and  giving  evidence  againft  thefe  people;  did  not  he 
think  it  material  at  the  time  to  colled  the  .names  of  thofe  that 
faid  this  or  that  thing  ?  Did  not  he  think  that  tbere  was  a 
greater  degree  of  criminality  in  the.  perfons  who  faid  the  thing, 
than  thofe  who  only  fat  by  i  But^  no ;  he  paid  no  attention  to 
apy  fiich  thing. 
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Gentlemen,  to  the  accuracy  of  a  witnefs  who  gives  you  <b 
little  account  of  his  attention,  I  think  no  credit  whatever  is  to 
be  given*  You  will  obferve'  whether,  in  the  evidence  he  gives, 
he  is  confirmed  by  perfons  of  a  different  defcription :  then,  and 
not  till  then,  you  will  give  credit  to  him  ;  othcrwife,  I  think, ' 
you  will  not. 

There  is  another  witnefs  on  the  fubjedt  of  the  Lambeth  aflb- 
ciation,  to  prove  that  deteftable  plot:  his  name  is  Coates;  and  the 
account  he  gives  of  it  is  as  public  as  the  fun:  he  fays,  that 
Franklow  had  arms ;  that  he  had  cartouch-boxes ;  that  they  lay 
open  upon  the  (hop-board ;  that  he  had  regimentals,  and  he  was 
not  afhamed  of  them,  for  it  is  proved  alfo,  that  he  appeared 
openly  with  them  at  the  Globe  Tavern, 

They  come  next  to  another  witnefs  of  the  fame  defcription,  . 
Mr.  Groves ;  and  I  beg  you  will  pay  fome  attention  to  his  evi- 
dence. The  two  objects  of  Mr.  Groves's  evidence  were  to  (hew, 
that  Mr.  Hardy,  in  furtherance  of  the  defign,  (in  order  to  prove 
that  this  Convention  fo  to  be  called  were  to  ufe  force)  had  pro* 
vided  himfelf  with  French  knives — that  was  one  object;  another 
object  imputed  to  him  was,  to  fhew,  that  at  a  meeting  held  oij 
the  2d  of  May,  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor  Tavern,  fuch  language 
had  been  held  by  perfons  connected  with  Mr*  Hardy,  as  fheiye4 
demonstratively,  that  they  mull  mean  to  overturn  the  King  and  ' 
his  government.     In  the  firft  place,  let  us  fee  how  Groves,  iij 
his  examination  in  chief,  relates  thefe  facts.     Firft,  with  re(pe4 
jto  the  knives,  he  tells  you,  he  was  at  Chalk  Farm ;  that  he  was 
in  a  box  with  about  ten  people ;  that  five  or  fix  of  them  pullecj 
out  a  little  inftrument,  exactly  like  French  knives;  that  they 
(aid  they  were  bread  and  cheefe  knives,  and  then  a  (mile  went 
round :  he  afked  them,  where  they  were  to  be  got;  he  was  told, 
they  might  be  got  at  Mr.  Green's,  a  perfumer  and  hair-drefler, 
in  Orange  Street;  and  then,  to  fhew  you  that  Green  had  fold  a 
great  number  of  thefe  knives,   for  the  purpofe  of  arming  the 
Convention,   or  their  army,   he  iaid,  that  when   he  went  tp 
Green's  fliop,  Green  told  him,  that  he  had  fold  two  or  three 
hundred  of  theYn,  and  in  fuch  a  way  as  to  fhew  the  impropriety 
of  what  they  were  about,  fays  he,  he  told  me  to  fpeak  very  low, 
for  the  parlour  door  was  open,  and  his  wife  was  a  damned  arif- 
tocrat.     It  is  evident  what  he  meant  to  infer  from  hence — that 
Mr.  Hardy  bad  got  with  Green,  and  contrived  to  procure  thefe 
knives  for  the  purpofe  of  arming  thefe  people,  and  had  collected 
together  a  body  of  two  or  three  hundred  thus  armed. 

Another  object  he  had,  was  to  collect  the  motives  of  the  fo- 
ciety.  On  the  2d  of  May,  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor,  he  hysy 
after  dinner,  Mr.  Home  Tooke  got  up,  and  faid,  be  fuppofed 
one  out  of  fifty  might  be  taken  to  be  a  fpy ;  that  he  begged  the 
company  to  take  notice,  that  he  was  not  in  a  ftate  of  inebria- 
tion ;  xhat  he  refrained  from  wine  purpofely.  He  called  the 
Vol.  II."  ■  3  A  Parliament 
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Parliament  a  fcoundrel  fink  of  corruption ;  he  called  the  oppofi* 
tion  in  Parliament  a  fcoundrel  fink  of  oppofition :  he  faid  there 
was  a  junction  between  thefe  two  fcoundrel  parties.  Speaking 
of  the  hereditary  nobility  of  the  country,  he  alked,  if  that  (kip- 
jack  Jenkinfon  could  be  confidefed  as  one  of  the  hereditary  no- 
bility. And  I  alked  him,  upon  crofs-examination,  if  he  fpoke  of 
the  Lords — how  he  treated  them*  He  faid,  he  paid  the  Lords 
pretty  much  the  fame  compliment,  for  which  his  Lordfhip  re- 
proved him ;  but  he  faid,  that  he  meant  to  convey  that  he  had 
fpoken  of  the  Hqufe  of  Lords  in  the  fame  way  as  the  Houfe  of 
Commons—that  it  was  a  fink  of  corruption,  and  ought  to  be 
purged.     Thefe  are  the  principal  fa£b  of  his  evidence. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  fee  how. this  comes  out  upon  the  croft- 
examination.     Firft,  with  refpefl  to  Mr.  Tooke,  the  principal 
queftion  is,  whether  the  prifoner  has  confpired  to  call  this  Con- 
vention for  the  purpofe  of  depofing  the  King ;  and  this  witnefe 
was  called  to  prove,  that  language  had  been  held  tending  to 
overturn  the  government,  and  depofe  the  King;  and  this  Groves, 
in  his  examination  in  chief,  fwears,  that  Mr.  Home  Tooke  had 
fo  fpoken  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  and  the  Houfe  of  Lords. 
But  how  does  it  come  out  in  his  crofs-examination  ?     I  aflced 
him,  he  being  a  witnefs  for  the  Crown,  Whether  Mr.  Home 
Tooke  had  not  fpoke  of  the  hereditary  nobility  of  the  country 
as  a  body  that  ought  ever  to  be  refpe&ed  ?     He  faid,  Yes,  he 
had.     I  afked  him,  Whether  his  complaint  was  not,  that  im- 
proper men  had  been  drafted  out  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  into 
tl>e  Houfe  of  Lords,  fo  that  the  Houfe  of  Lords  was  degraded, 
and  that  it  was  a  difgrace  to  thofe  who  were  the  caufe  of  it? 
He  faid,  Yes.     I  aflced  him,  If  he  did  not  fpeak  with  the  greateft 
refped  of  the  office  and  government  of  the  King  ?     He  faid^ 
Yes,  he  always  had ;  he  had  fpoke  of  this  as  encroaching  upon 
the  authority  of  the  King.      Then  what  does  this  evidence 
amount  to  ?    See  what  is  the  queftion  before  us.     We  (ay,  that 
the  objeft  of  thefe  people  was  partly  a  parliamentary  reform; 
that  they  wiftied  to  bring  about  annual  Parliaments  and  univerfal 
fuffrage  ;  that  their  complaint  was,  that  they  were  not  equally 
represented  in  the  Houi'e  of  Commons  ;   that  they  wiihed  to 
make  known  the  general  will  of  the  people  to  Parliament,  and 
that  they  meant  to  form  a  Convention  for  that  purpofe.     That 
they  thought  this  would  remedy  the  evil.     On  the  part  of  the 
Crown,  they  fay  it  was  not  for  that  purpofe :  they  lay,  out  of 
Mr.  Home  Tooke's   mouth,    that  the  Convention  was  to  be 
called  to  depofe  the  King;  and  they  bring  a  witnefs  to  prove  that 
it  was  fo  from  his  fpeech.     What  fays  his  fpeech  i     That  the 
evils  lay  in  the  Houie  of  Commons :  to  fays  the  prifoner  at  the 
bar ;  lb  he  always  faid ;  fo  thofc  who  have  atiled  with  hhit  always 
faid— that  it  was  the  corruption  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  chat 
groduccd  fhoie  evils,  jina"  that  therefore  it  ought  to  be. reformed 
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They  fay,  we  never  meditated  any  alteration,  either  as  to  the 
Houfe  or  Lords  or  the  King.  So  this  witnefs  that  is  called, 
Groves,  fays,  to  prove  the  contrary,  that  the  nobility  of  the 
country  were  to  be  refpefted;  fo  fays  Mr.  Tooke,  that  the  he- 
reditary nobility  deferved  and  were  entitled  to  refpeft  j  that  the 
King  always  deferved  refpeft ;  that  his  complaint  was,  that 
members  of  the  rjoufe  of  Commons,  who  did  not  deferve  it, 
were  drafted  from  it : x  and  yet  this  witnefs  is  called  to  prove,  out 
of.  the  mouth  of  Mr.  Home  Tooke,  that  the  objeffc  of  Mr. 
Tooke  was,  to  depofe  the  King.  Confider  how  ftrong  this  is, 
when  at  comes  from  the  witnefles  on  the  part  of  the  Crown. 

Gentlemen,  the  point  is,  whether  this  Convention  is  called  to 
depofe  the  King ;  not  whether  it  was  to  work  a  reformation  in 
the  Houfe  of  Commons.     We  admit  the  obje&  of  the  Conven- 
tion was,  to  oblige  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  hearing  the  general 
voice  of  the  people,  to  confent  to  a  bill  to  alter  it.     It  appears  to 
be  the  objeft  of  Mr.  Tooke :   this  was  the  language  he  held, 
and  which  he  held  in  the  prefence  of  that  fpy.     Thefe  obferva- 
tions  go    completely  to  put  his  evidence  out  of  the  cafe,  as 
bearing  on  this  cafe  againft  the  prifoner ;  and  it  goes  further,  in 
two  refpe&s — Firft,  that  the  objeft  of  thefe  people  was,  and 
was  only,  a  reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons ;  that  the  men 
who  are  faid  to  be  connected  with  them,  did,  in  their  face,  abfo- 
lutely  negative  any  defign  upon  the  King,  or  the  Houfe  of  Lords; 
that  he  confined  his  complaints  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons j  that 
he  fpoke  with  refpe£t  of  the  perfon  and  character  of  the  King : 
and  yet  this  witnefs  is  called  to  prove,  that  we  wifh,  to  drive  the 
King  out  of  his  place  in  the  conftitution. 

Gentlemen,    he  proves    the    direft   contrary;     he.    proves, 
that  .the  objed  of  all  the  people  there  affembled  fpoke  bv  the 
mouth  of  Mr.  Home  Tooke ;  it  was  the  language  of  all,  for 
Jione  contradicted  him ;  the  language  of  all  was,  to  maintain  the 
dignity  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  ana  to  maintain  the  perfon  and 
refpedtful  character  of  the  King.    But  that  is  not  the  only  ufe 
that  this  evidence  does— no:  this  evidence  furnifhes  us  with  a 
fearful  example  of  how  much  mifchief  may  be  done 'by  the  evi- 
dence of  fpies.   We  have  no  means  of  corre&ing  their  evidence; 
we  know  not  well  of  the  courfe  of  it ;  we  have  no  means  of 
lifting  it— no  clue  by  which  to  crofs-examine  him ;  and  it  was 
mere  accident  that  his  teftimony  did  not  leave  upon  your  minds 
this  impreffion — that  Mr.  Home  Tooke,  in  that  large  aflembly, 
did  declare  himfelf  both  againft  the  Houfe  of  Lords  and  the 
Houfe  of  Commons ;  for  he  exprefsly  faid  at  firft,  he  compli- 
mented the  Houfe  of  Lords  in  the  fame  way  as  he  had  the  Houfe 
of  Commons ;  and  fo  we  fhould  have  been  fixed  with  the  im- 
preffion, that,  a  do&rine  was  publicly  broached  in  a  meeting, 
confiding  of  500  perfons,  that  all  the  Commons  and  all  the  Lords 
were  a  uuk  of  corruption,  and  confequently  that  the  attack  was 
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levelled  at  them  all.  What  a  fitudtion,  then,  Wduld  my:dietit 
have  been  in,  from  not  knowing  how  to  crdfs-^xatmrte  the  wit- 
nefs,  fo  as  to  lead  him  to  the  truth,  which  he  kept  back,  and 
which  he  knew  to  be  material,  and  which  he  ought  to  have  told 
in  his  examination  in  chief?  That  poor  man  might  have  been 
fent  to  the  gallows.  None  but  a  fpy  fo  demeans  himfelf -,  none 
but  a  difhoneft  man,  none  but  a  mifcreant  like  him,  keeps  back 
in  his  examination  in  chief  all  that  is  in  favour  of  the  prifoner, 
and  what  he  thinks  will  affift  him*  and  gives  to  the  Jury  all  that 
he  thinks  may  opprefs  him,  and  ftates  only  that  which  may  affect 
his  life.  But  he  did  rt,  and  therefore  I  defire  you  WiH  be  cap- 
tious how  you  believe  men  of  that  defcription,  untefs  their  tefti- 
mony  be  ftrongly  confirmed  by  other  witneflefc  fpeaking  to  the 
fame  fads.  But  I  have  not  done  with  Mr.  Groves  yet:  be  has 
not  only  been  guilty  of  fuppreflion  of  the  truth,  but  dired  per- 
jury— perjury  committed  by  him  for  the  purpofe  of  enhancing 
his  own,  value  with  thofe  by  Whom  he  is  employed,  at  the  price 
of  that  miferable  man's  life — a  crime  which,  I  &m  fofry  to  fay, 
is  not,  in  law,  murder.     But  that  was  his  objeA,  btfwever. 

Gentlemen,  1  have  told  you,  another  part  of  this  wknefc*s 
objed,  in  his  evidence,  went  to  ftiew,  that  Mr.  Green  was  a 
confpirator  in  this  plot,  and  had  already  foki  two  or  three  hun- 
dred knives,  for  the  purpofe  of  arming ;  that  he  Weht  to  Mr. 
Green's,  for  the  purpofe  of  purchafing  one  of  thetaif  that  aB  was 
fecrefy :  Mr.  Green  told  him  to  come  hi,  and  that  the  parlour 
door  was  open,  and  he  told  him  to  fliut  it,  for  his  Xvtfe  was  a 
damned  ariftocrat.     Now  the  onlv  -thing  he  could  bave  in  view 
was,  to  infmuate  to  you,  that  Mr.  Green  fold  Aefe  Natives  m 
private.     Mr.  Green  'is  a  witness  for  the  Crown :  he  is  Called, 
and  he  tells  you,  that,  in  the  fair  tco<fffe  of  his  trade,  be  once 
bad  three  dozen  of  thefe  knives.     He  got  them  in  -the  ordcrcuy 
cburfe  of  bis  trade,    tie  fold  them  one  at  a  time.     Hebaddii- 
pofed,  I  think,  of  thirteen  or  fourteen,  eadh  to  k  different  per- 
fon.     He  had  them  fent  to  him,  as  I  faid,  in  the  ordinary  co&rfe 
of  his  trade,  in  packages  of  fix  or  feven  i*i  a  package.     Tbis, 
you  fee,  is  inconfiftent  with  the  evidence  Groves  gives.     How- 
ever, this  may  not  affe£t  Groves  With  perjury*     Then  he  is 
afked,  Did  you  ever  tell  Groves  you  had  fdw  two  or  three  hun- 
■dredof  theic  knives?     No,  never;  I  was  afked  4f -the  knives 
Were  a  faleable  commodity,  and  -I  told  him  they  w&e :  «ve*y 
man  will  talk  fo  of  his  own  ware ;  no  man  would  (ay  dtherwife. 
He  is  aflced,   if  he  was  <irider  any  apprehenfion  about  fetting 
them;   he  fays,  none  dn  earth  j  the  knives  lay  in  the  fhow-glafs, 
open  to  the. public,  and  wefe  a  public  article  of  falej  and  yet 
Groves  tells  you,  he  took  him  privately  into  the  room,  and 
would  not  futfer  even  'his  wife  tt^know  that  he  fold  one  of  thefe 
knives.    But  here  we  fix  'him  to  a  point — He  fays,  in  terms, 
that  be  told  bim  to  &ttt  -die  -door  i  that  the  parlour  door  was 
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oper>,  and  he  bid  him  not  (peak  fo  loud,  for  his  wife'  was  a 

damned    ariftocrat.      Now,   Mr.  Green  being   called  by  the 

Crown,  {Wears  moft  pofitively  to  you,  not  only  that  he  did  not 

make  ufe  of  the  exjweffions  imputed  to  him  by  Groves,  but  that 

he  neither  mentioned  his  wife  to  him,  nor  the  word  ariftocrat ; 

t)*en  this  is  a  dired  contradiction  of  one  of  the  Crown's  witneflcs 

to  the  *>ther :  it  goos  directly  to  difprove  that  fact,  that  the  knives 

-were  ibid  by  Mr.  Green  under  the  appreherrfion  of  fear  and  fe- 

crefy  ;  it  goes  further — that  by  the  term  his  wife  was  a  damned 

ariftocrat,   he  meant  that  you  fhould  infer,  that  he,  and  thofe 

with  whom  he  a&ed,  were  men  who  did  not  wifli  well  to  the 

government;  that  they  were  men  of  contrary  principles,  and 

meant  to  Ufe  French  knives.     He  has,  endeavoured  30  diftingutfh  „ 

between  ariftocrats  and  thefe  French  knives,  meaning  to  infer 

from  thence,  that  Green  would  have  it  underftood,  that  he  fold 

thefe  knives  to  perfons  that  were  of  a  contrary  difpofition,  but 

he  would  not  let  his  wife  know  that  he  fold  thefe  knives,  becaufc 

being  of  a  different  principle. 

Gentlemen,  with  thefe-obfervations  I  difmifs  Mr.  Groves ;  not 
only  not  having  proved  any  thing  for  the  Crown,  but  he  proves 
that  which'is  highly  material  for  us,  and  furnifhes  you  with  a  ufe* 
ful  leffon,  when  you  meet  with  men  of  his  defcription ;  and  I 
have  done  with  fo  much  of  Green's  evidence  as  relates  to  a  con- 
tradiction of  Groves. 

But,  there  is  another  thing  which  Mr.  Green  fwears  to,  and 

he  is  a  witnefs  for  the  Crown,  and  which  falls  in  with  the  reft  of 

our  evidence ;  he  is  afked,  whether  he,  being  a  member  of  the 

Constitutional  Society,  and  acting  with  them  on  many  occafiorts, 

whether  he  had  any  idea  of  force,  any  idea  that  this  fociety,  or 

aiiy  deputation  from  them,  or  any  Convention  to  which  they 

fent  delegates,  was  either  to  attack  the  King,  or  enforce  any  of 

their  opinions  by  force  of  arms  ?    He  being  a  witnefs  for  the 

Crown,  and  a  member  of  the  Conftitutional  Society,,  tells  you 

in  exprefs  terms,  that  not  a  man  had  any  fuch  object ;  our  object 

was  a  parliamentary  reform.    The  manner  in  which  it  was  meant 

to  effect  that  parliamentary  reform,  was  by  a  Convention  that 

.  was  to  a£t  collectively;  that  was  firft  to  collect  the  opinion  of 

.  the  public,  and  then  to  intimate  it  to  Parliament,  not  doubting 

that  that  intimation  of  the  public  opinion  to  Parliament  would 

■then  have  its  due  weight. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  after  thefe  witnefles,  who  go  to  the  proof 
of  what  pafi*ed  in  England,  they  endeavour  to  fix  us  with  the  guifc 
of  Watt,  the  man  who  has  lately  been  executed  for  high  treafon 
at  Edinburgh;  and  for  that  purpofe  they  call  MCE wen,  who  be-* 
longed  to  the  Scotch  Convention,  which  has  been  proved  to  be. 
held  before ;  there  is  no  way  by  which  they  at  all  connect  Mr, 
Hardy  with  Watt,  except,  -I  think,  that  a  letter  was  fent  by 
"Wr.iJardy^o.Sfcirvingj  -who  was  a  member  of  the  fociety  to 

which 
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.which  Watt  belonged.  In  aconverfation  with  Watt  and  Stock 
at  Edinburgh,  it  appears,  that  Watt  was  defirous  to  fend  a  letter 
to  Mr.  Hardy,  and  afks  in  what  way  to  communicate  it,  without 
faying  what  it  was  about ;  but  no  (itch  letter  appears  ever  to  be 
fent ;  the  fubjeft  of  the  correfpondence  does  not  appear  >  and  yoa 
have  every  reafon  to  believe,  that  every  letter  that  was  fent  to 
Mr.  Hardy  was  feized  by  the  Crown ;  fo  that  I  think  you  may 
fairly  infer,  that  no  fuch  4etter  ever  did  exift ;  and  there  is  no 
evidence  in  the  cafe,  that  any  fuch  man  as  Watt  ever  did  exift; 
and  yet  it  is  endeavoured  to  affe&  him  by  what  Watt  did  in 
Edinburgh*  though  even  the  delegates  who  fat  with  Watt  are 
not  attempted  to  be  affefted  by  it.  Who  is  this  Watt  ?  A  fwr 
employed  by  government,  up  to  a  certain  extent.  He  was  di£ 
charged  by  them  from  the  employment,  becaufe  he  overvalued 
his  fcrvices.  I  think  fo  it  appeared  on  his  trial.  Being  fo  dis- 
charged from  them,  he  continues  to  aflbciate  with  the  Scotch 
Convention :  he  remains  with  them,  and  he  makes  a  violent  pro- 
pofal,  which  all  prefent  reject :  I  do  not  mean  in  the  Convention. 
Now,  I  will  tell  you  what  I  firmly  believe  to  be  the  cafe  of  Watt; 
I  mean  among  fome-  of  the  members.  Watt  had  been  a  fpy,  he 
had  carried  his  communications  to  government ;  he  pretended, 
perhaps,  to  know  more  than  he  did ;  he  certainly  overvalued  his 
fervices ;  he  ft  ill  adhered,  he  ftill  fixed  himfelf  on  thefe  men, 
and  he  ftill  kept  company  with  them;  and  I  verily  believe  in 
my  confeience,  that  he  made  this  propofal  to  them,  in  order  to 
ibnd  the  propofal  to  government,  and  then  to  hang  them  after- 
wards. I  believe  him  to  be  a  determined  mifcreant ;  and  I  am 
W>t  ibrry  he  is  hanged,  if  that  were  the  cafe,  becaufe  he  de- 
ierved  it :  but  you  have  heard  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  Bri- 
tish Convention,  and  that  he  afterwards  attended  the  fab-com- 
mittee, propofing  thofe  meafures  which  were  rejected  with  ab- 
horrence by  them  ;  and  I  do  verily  believe,  that  he  made  that 
propofal  that  he  might,  for  the  Angle  purpofe  of  implicating  them 
in  the  guilt  of  fuch  a  projed,  ftiew  that  the  hireling  is  worthy  of 
his  hire — that  he  was  worth  the  price  he  aiked,  and  that  he  might 
carry  the  information  back  to  government.  But  he  met  his  fate, 
and  he  met  his  fate  as  he  defer ved,  take  it  cither  way,  that  he 
meant  to  accomplifh  the  purpofe,  or  not  to  accomplifti  the  pur- 
pofe— he  wifhed  to  draw  others  in  it,  for  the  purpofe  of  carry- 
ing others  to  the  gallows :  he  met  a  fate  he  richly  deferved,  and 
1  difcharge  him  from  your  confederation. 

But,  Gentlemen,  obferve  another  thing :  Watt  is  to  be  cob- 
ne&ed  with  Mr.  Hardy.  How  i  Through  the  Scotch  Conven- 
tion he  is  to  be  connected,  becaufe  Mr.  Hardy  correfponded  with 
the  Scotch  Convention,  and  Watt  was  a  member  of  the  Scotch 
Convention  ?  Good  God  !  have  they  attempted  to  fix  the  guilt 
upon  any  individuals  of  the  Scotch  Convention,  except  Watt 
and  Downie  ?    They  have  brought  all  the  ifldi&ments,  I  fop- 
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pofe,  they  mean  to  profecute  for  high  treatbn » in  Scotland,  and 
not  one  of  thofe  delegates,  that  I  underftand,  with  whom  Watt 
was  immediately  connected,  not  one  of  them  is  indicted  for  high 
treafbn.  Why  ?  becaufe  the  high  treafon  Watt  was  guilty  of 
confifted  in  the  fad  which  they  had  no  participation  in,  and  much 
lefs  Mr.  Hardy,  the  prifonef  at  die  bar,  had  any  participation 
in  it. 

Gentlemen,  what  is  the  account  that  McEwen  gives  of  this 
propofal  of  Watt  ? — that  they  rejected  it  with  abhorrence :  then 
if  they  who  were  on  the  fpot  rejected  it  with  abhorrence,  and 
there  was  no  immediate  communication  between  Mr.  Hardy  and 
Watt,  will  you,  by  a  long  chain  of  implication  and  inferences, 
fix  that  upon  Mr.  Hardy,  which  the  witneffes  for  the  Crown  do 
not  pretend  they  can  fix  upon  thofe  that  were  immediately  con- 
nected with  Mr.  Watt,  the  actor  in  it?  It^is  impoflible — it  is 
not  to  be  fuppofed,  that  men  of  common  humanity,  or  common 
juftice,  can  ever  admit  or  entertain  fuch  a  thought. 

Gentlemen,  another  obfervation  arifes  upon  this  evidence  of 
M<Ewen — he  is  a  Scotchman,  and  he  is  a  member  of  the  Scotch 
Convention.     You  have  heard  from  his  evidence,  what  he  thinks 
of  the  Scotch  Convention ;  and  I  think  we  have  realbn  to  fay, 
from  the  manner  in  which  he  gave  his  evidence,  that  you  receive 
from  him  his  real  fentiments  upon  all  the  fubjedts  upon  which  he 
was  queftioned,  and' a  true  relation  of  all  the  facts  upon  which 
he  was  queftioned.     Was  there  any  difficulty  in  getting  from 
him  this  account  of  Watt  ?     Does  not  he  anfwcr  immediately  on 
being  aflced  ?     Does  not  he  communicate  the  whole  ftory  ?   Does 
not  he  exprefs  his  own  abhorrence  of  it  ?     And,  I  believe,  he.  • 
came  voluntarily  to  give  this  account;  I  know  not  the  con- 
trary— the  contrary  is  not  proved — 'the  contrary  does  not  appear 
in  this  cafe:    and  I  am  entitled,  as  Counfelfor  the  prifoner,  to 
infift,  that  no  fact  exifts  which  is  not  proved.     The  witnefs  came 
forward  in  the  ordinary  courfe,  and  therefore  I  am  entitled  to 
fuppofe,  I  am  entitled  to  ftate  as  a  fac\  upon  which  you  will  have 
to  reafon  when  you  come  to  confider  what  verdict  you  will  give, 
that  no  compuhory  means  were  ufed  to  bring  this  witnefs  to  the 
bar ;  not  that  it  is  material,  but  I  have  a  right  to  ftate  it.     Does 
not  he  readily  communicate  this  bufinefs  of  Watt  ?  and,  furely, 
the  reft  of  his  evidence  is  as  credible  as  that.     He  does  not  at- 
tempt* to  hold  back  that  which  does  affect  the  prifoner  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown  j  why  fhould  he  be  fuppofed  to  hold  back  that 
which  makes  for  the  prifoner  in  his  defence  ?     He  tells  you— - 
(and  here  I  am  anfwering  that  part  of  the  cafe  which  implicates 
us  with  the  guilt  of  thofe  in  Edinburgh) — he  tells  you,  there 
was  no  idea  to  encroach  upqn  the  authority  of' King  or  Lords; 
there  was  no  idea  to  ufurp  fupreme  authority — none  to  aflume  th« 
hmftions  of  Parliament — no  notion  of  force — nothing  was  to 
Redone  by  force j  and,  the  very  night  of  the  difperhon,   they 
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were  to  conilder  of  a  petition,  either  to  the  Parliament  or  to  the 
King.  Then  what  does  it  amount  to  ?  If  this  is  the  cafe,  what 
becomes  of  the  charge  againft  the  prifoner,  if  in  all  this  huge 
field  you  cannot  prove  any  defign  to  depofe  the  King  by  force  I 
.  What  becomes  or  the  charge  againft  Mr.  Hardy,  that  he,  with 
others,  confpired  to  call  a  Convention ;  which  Convention,  when 
called,  wast  to  a<3:  by  force  of  arms  againft  the  government  of  the 
country,  and  to  depofe  the  King  ? 

Gentlemen,  I  obferve,  and  I  dare  fay  the  fa£te  will  be  obferved 
upon  by  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  in  reply,  that  all  the  witneffes 
who  were  queftioned  to  this  circumftance  were  aiked,  whether 
they  thought  certain  refolutions  (hewn  to  them  were  peaceable 
ana  orderly.  Some  had  feen  them,  and  fome  had  not.  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  their  opinion  on  the  point.  Whether  thole 
refolutions  were  peaceable  and  orderly,  is  not  the  queftion  in  this 
cafe.  The  queftion  is  not,  whether  thefe  people  have  come  to 
peaceable  and  orderly  refolutions,  but  the  queftion  is,  whether 
they  have  committea  an  overt  ac\  the  direct  object  of  which 
was  to  depofe  the  King,  and  the,  ultimate  obieft  of  which  waste 
compafs  and  bring  about  his  death :  and  it  is  very  hard  on  the 
prifoner  if  dull  is  to  be  thrown  in  the  eyes  of  the  Jury,  to  fix 
their  attention  upon  fa£ts  which  do  not  amount  to  high  treafon; 
(and  if  feparately  they  do  not  amount  to  high  treafon,  all  taken 
together  cannot;)-- -to  prevent  them  from  looking  at  that  which 
is  the  alone  circumftance  for  their  confidcration,  the  alone  objed 
of  their  enquiry — Whether  he  did  mean  to  depofe  the  King  when 
he  called  the  Convention ;  whether  he  did  aflemble  this  Conven- 
tion which  was  to  act  by  fbrcc  of  arms,  againft  the  government 
of  the  country,  and  to  depofe  the  King  ?  It  matters  not  whether 
this  report  is  full  of  libels;  the  queftion  for  your  consideration  is, 
Whether  they  have  been  guilty  of  high  treafon  ?  Whether  the 
calling  together  of  this  Convention  was  for  depofiiig  the  King! 
And  when  we  aflc  of  every  one  of  the  witnefies  that  are  called 
for  the  Crown,  whether  they  had  any  fuch  intention,,  and  when 
they  tell  you  in  plain  diredl  and  cxprefs  terms  that  they  had  no 
fuch  intention,  and  when  they  tell  you  what  their  intentions 
were  \  that  they  were  peaceable ;  that  their  intentions  were  w 
produce  a  parliamentary  reform,  by  calling  this  Convention  to 
produce  it  peaceably  j  you  are  not  afterwards,  by  the  accumula- 
tion of  all  thofe  acts,  no  one  of  which  amounts  to  high  treaiofl* 
and  the  prifoner  is  not  to  be  told  that  you  are  to  find  him  guilty 
of  high  treafon,  becaufe  you  don't  like  his  politics ;  that  is  not, 
thank.  God,  the  way  in  whiclv  perfons  are  tried  in  this  country- 
You  are  to  keep  your  eye  on  the  fa&  j  you  are  not  enquirwg 
whether  he  is  obnoxious  to  this  or  that  let  of  men ;  you  are  to 
enquire  whether  he  committed  the  a£t;  whether  this  meeting 
thut  he  held  for  the  purpofc  of  calling  this  Convention  was  me^ 
and  dLr$.#ea  ia^nfrdiately  to  the  depofition  of  the  King)  ^ 

ultimately 
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ultimately  to  his  death ;  and  if  you  do  not  find  (hat)  you  cannot 
find  the  prifoner  guilty.   •  ' 

Gentlemen,  I  have  already  obferved  to  you  upon  the  miferable 
cafe  that  was  made  on  the  fubje&  of  arms,  mufquets,  and  pikes, 
and  yet.  Gentlemen,  I  am  perfe&ly  perfuaded,  that  that  part  of 
the  cafe  would  never  have  been  laid  before,  you,   if  thole  who 
condudt  this  profecution  had  not  entertained'  a  firm  and  certain 
opinion,  that  without  it  they  could  do  nothing :  fuch  evidence 
weakens  a  ftrong  caufe—- it  is  of  a  nature  to  add  nothing  to  the 
ftrength  of  a  caufe  that  can  ftand  by  itfelf.     But  we  know,  that 
when  a  cafe  is  not  fufficient  to  fix  the  charge  on  the  prifoner, 
without  which  there  muft  be  a  verdift  of  acquittal,  we  know 
very  well,  that  any  thing  is  attempted.     I  fpeak  particularly  of 
the  attempt  to.  fix  him  with  what  Watt  has  done.    I  am  fure  it. 
would  never  have  been  attempted.    One's  mind  revolts  fo  much 
at  it,  that  I  am  fure  it  would  never  have  been  attempted  but  for 
that  purpofe — if  it  had  not  been  thought  neceffary  for  the  fup- 
port  of  this  caufe.     I  told  you  before,  that  I  have  the  beft  autho- 
rity for  ikying  that  the  delegates  who  were  tried  in  Scotland, 
none  in  the  leaft,  except  \Vatt  and  Downie,  had  been  guilty  of ' 
high  treafon — I  have  the  authority  of  them  who  profecuted  them, 
and  the  Judges  who  tried  them,  becaufe  the  Judges  have  tried 
them  only  for  a  mifdemeartour;  and  if  they  were  guilty  of  high 
treafon,  if  they  were  known  to  be  guilty  of  high  treafon,  and: 
they  tried  them  for  a  mifdemeanour,  it  was  not  humanity  fo  to 
profecute.    True  humanity  fhould  be  (hewn  to  the  innocent,  and 
not  to  the  guilty — the  guilty  fhould  be  punifhed  up  to  the  ex- 
tent of  their  crimes,     But,   if  thefe  men  were  guilty  of  high 
treafon,  were  known  to  be  guilty  of  high  treafon,  and  yet  were 
profecuted  for  mifdemeanours,  that  profecution  becomes  a  fhare? 
to  others ;  it  holds  out  to  them,  that  ads  of  this  fort  are  not  high 
treafon ;  it  waits  for  their  going  on  till  they  have  accomplifhed 
that — perhaps,  till  the  net  is  thrown  over  them — till  they  have 
accomplifhed  that  which,  in  the  judgement  of  thofe  who  profe- 
euted  for  mifdemeanours,    in  the  judgement  of  the  Judges  of 
Scotland,  was  not  high  treafon — then  the  net  is  thrown  over 
them,  and  they  are  told  that  is  not  a.  trap  laid  for  them — you 
muft  take  the  law  as  it  is — we  thought  if  we  punifhed  them  as 
traitors,  you  would  not  have  gone  on,  and  it  is  nothing  to  you 
how  we  proceeded  againft  other  men — we  will  proceed  againft 
you  as  the  law  is,  we*  will  proceed  againft  you  for  high  treafon — 
it  is  no  matter  how  we  charged  then).     Gentlemen,  this  is  not 
humanity — humanity  fhould  have  been  fhewn  to  thofe  who  have 
not  been  guilty  of  crimes,  .ind  not  to  thofe  who  have.     Thefe 
people  that  had  been  guilty  of  high  treafon  fhould  have  been 
punifhed  as  traitors,  and  not  a  trap  be  laid  to  bring  others  into 
the  fnare.    I  do  not  fay,  Gentlemen,  that  this  was  the  corrduft 
cither  of  the  profecutors  of  thefe  delegates  in  Scotland,  or  of  the 
Vol,  II.  3B  Judges 
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Judges  who  tried  them ;  hut  I  fay,  ahd  have  a  right  to  fay,  I  anf 
entitled,  by  their  conduft,  to  aflert  this — they  did  not  believe 
them  to  be  guilty  of  high  treafon,  and  therefore  they  profecuted 
them  Only  for  mifdemeanours.  .  # 

Now,   Gentlemen,   I  have  ftated  to  you  the  ground  upon 
which  this  profecution  is  founded— .-it  is  compaffing  the  King's 
death.     I  have  ftated  to  you  that  which  I  beg  you  always  to  hold 
in  your  minds — that  the  ground  of  the  profecution  is,  that  the 
prifoner  called  this  Convention  for  the  purpofe  of  depofing  the 
king.     I  have  ftated  to  you,  that  none  of  thofe  acts  ftated  in  the 
volume  of  written  evidence  laid  before  you  amount  to"  proof  of 
that  fad — I  fhould  have  ftated  before  to  you,  it  was  an  omiffion, 
but  I  will  now  ftate  to  you  what  I  apprehend  to  be  the  overt 
aft  charged  in  this  indiftment,  and  is  attempted  to  fix  this  crime 
of  high  treafon, — it  is. the  refolution  to  call  a  Convention*  Now, 
Gentlemen,  I  will  ftate  to  you,  and  I  beg  of  you  to  hear  the 
language  of  that  refolution,  as  ultimately  agreed  to — tt  That  it 
appears  to  this  Committee  very  defirable,  that  a  convention  or 
general  meeting  of  the  friends  of  liberty  mould  be  called,  for  the 
purpofe  of  taking  into  confideration  the  proper  methods  for  ob- 
taining a  full  and  fair  reprefentation  of  the  people/*     That  if 
the  overt  aft  with  which  the  prifoner  is  charged—the  coming 
to  that  refolution.     Why  then,  Gentlemen,   the  profefled  and 
avowed  objeft  of  this  Convention,    by  thofe  who  refolved  it 
fhould  be  called,  was  not  that  it  fhould  aft;  was  ncjt  that  it 
fhould  do  any  thing;  not  that  it  fhould  take  arms  into  its  hands; 
not  that  Tt  fhould  entertain  others  who  had  arms  in  their  hands, 
but   merely  that  it  fhould  take  into   confideration  the  proper 
method  and  beft  means  to  obtain  a  reform  in  Parliament ;  to  ob- 
tain a  full  and  fair  reprefentation  of  the  people.     This  is  our 
language,  and  this  is  the  language  throughout  all  their  refolu- 
tions ;  and  I  infift  there  is  no  direft  eVidence  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown  which  fhews  this  to  be  a  mere  pretext,  and  I  fhall  come 
prefently  to  that;  at  prefent,  I  am  only  ttating  how  the  Counfel 
for  the  Crown  have  made  out  their  cafe.     On  this  part  of  the 
cafe  you  muft  believe,  before  you  can  convift  the  prifoner,  not 
only  that  force  was  intended,  but  you  muft  believe  that  this 
Convention  was  to  ufe  that  force ;  and  it  is  a  remarkable  cir- 

•  cumftance,  there  is  not  a  fingle  tittle  of  evidence  which  unites 
the  projeft  of  the  Convention  with  any  thing  of  arms,  that  con- 
nects them,  that  brings  them  at  all  together:  they  had  fpies 
upon  all  their  proceedings;  all  their  meetings  were  watched; 
there  were  fpies  over  every  member  of  the  fbciety,  when  in  the 

•  fociety,  and,  probably,  at  many  other  times  there  was  a  man  at 
his  elbow,  who  would  give  an  account  of  what  pafled ;  and  yer, 
hot  a  fingle  expreffion  is  to  be  found  in  all  the  written  evidence, 
or  a  word  that  has  dropped  from  any  man's  mouth,  that  connects 
the  calling  of  a  Convention  with  any  force;  and  unjefs  you  con- 
ned 
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ne&  the  two  together,  you  cannot  find  the  prisoner  guilty  on  this 
Lndi&ment.  There  is  not  evidence,  without  the  arms,  nor  any 
thing  like  evidence,  and  there  is  not  evidence  with  it.  There 
would  be  hardly  any  evidence  for  your  confideration  if  it  was  not 
for  the  paroje  evidence  of  arms — whether  thefe  men  did  or  did 
not' intend  to  aft  by  force ;  and  you  muft  believe  men's  words  as 
they  are  fpoken,  unlefs  the  contrary  be  direftly  proved. 

But,  Gentlemen,  when  the  Crown  has  given  in  evidence  this 
bufinefs  of  arms,  they  tell  you,  and  I  am  entitled  to  affiime  it, 
that  the  force  thefe  men,  the  Convention,  meant  to  ufe,  was  that 
force.     If  there  was  any  other,  they  would  fliew  it.     If  they 
meant  not  to  ufe  that  force,  they  meant  to  ufe  none,  and  the 
conclufion  would  follow.     The  Crown  knows  all  that  was  done* 
The  queftlon  is,  whether  the  Convention  meant  to  ufe  force : 
this  is  the  force  that  they  meant  to  ufe,  if  they  meant  to  ufe 
any ;  therefore,  if  they  do  not  prove  that  they  meant  to  ufe  this 
force,  they  do  not  prove  that  they  meant  to  ufe  any.     Their  cafe 
would  have  been  much  ftronger  in  that  part  of  it,  if-  they  had 
not  called  this  evidence,  becaufe  you  would  have  been  told  that 
a  great  deal,  of  this  fort  had  been  done,  though  they  had  not 
proved  it — that  you  were  to  prefume,  that  a  great  deal  of  this 
fort  had  been  done.     But  they  have  taken  upon  themfelves  to 
(hew  you  what  that  force  was  that  this  Convention  was  to  ufe, 
and  they  have  put  it  upon  the  mufquets,  and  the  pikes,  and  the 
knives.     I  hope  I  have  difpofed  of  that  already.     But,  fuppofing 
there  is  any  thing  in  this  proof  of  pikes,  mufquets,  and  knives, 
yet  there  is  no  evidence  cofme&ing  it  with  the  Convention;  and 
if  it  had  been  the  project  of  thefe  people,  that  this  force  fhould 
be  ufed  by  this  Convention,  that  they  meant  to  ufe  it,  it  is  ut- 
terly impoffible  but  the  Crown  fhould  have  known  it,  becaufe 
they  have  hadrifpies  every  where:   for  you  fee,    Gentlemen, 
when  we  call  a  witnefs,  they  know  him  a  great  deal  better  than 
we  do:  they  have  had  a  man  in  every  fociety  in  London.    When 
a  Mr.  Stevens  is  called,  they  know  whether  it  is  a  Mr.  Stevens 
of  Rathborie  Place,  or  Mr.  Stevens  of  the  Minories :  they  knew 
them  all;  they  have  had  watchers  at  their  elbow;  they  have  been 
vigilant,  and  they  are  to  be  commended  for  that.     But  ftill  it 
fortifies  my  argument  that  they  knew  all  that  is  in  this  cafe, 
which  helps  my  preemption;  that  all  that  exifts  has  been  brought 
forward  by  them.    You  have  nothing  elfe  to  form  your  judge- 
ment fom  but  what  they  have  laid  before  you ;  they  have  laid 
before  you  all  the  evidence  relative  to  arms,  and  they  have  laid 
nothing  before  you  to  (hew  that  thefe  arms  were  connected  with 
the  Convention — to  (hew  that  thefe  arms  ever  were  ufed  by  the 
Convention,  or  that  it  was  ever  in  their  contemplation  that  they 
fhould  be  fo  ufcd,  for  if  it  had,  there  are  men  who  talk  of  what 
they  mean,  and  if  it  had  been  in  their  contemplation,  it  would 
-have  been  known  to  the  officers  of  the  Crown.    When  I  (ay 
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they  talk  what  they  mean,  give  me  leave  to  make  an  obfcrva- 
tion  which  may  be  out  of  place — how  public  every  thing  has 
been  done  which  has  "been  done  by  them :  there  is  hardly  a 
fingle  a£fc  which  is  now  imputed  to  them  as  a  crime;  hardly 
their  afts,  taken  altogether,  and  wove  up  in  this  intricate  web 
that  is  fpread  before  you,  and  endeavoured  to  be. brought  upon 
the  prifoner,  there  is  hardly  one  of  thefe  a£b  that  he,  and  thofe 
with  whom  he  aded,  have  not  publicly  and  openly  avowed  in 
the  face  of  day.  It  may  be  faid  that  this  adds  to  the  crime;  that 
if  they  are  [illegal,  it  adds  to  their  illegality,,  and  tfce  publicity 
of  it  adds  impudence  to  it.  I  admit  it  does;  but  it  does  not  make 
diem  high  treafon ;  and  I  will  tell  you  what  it  fttews — that  the 
object  which  thefe  men  profefled  was  their  real  objeft;  it  fcews, 
that  they  ailed  bona  fide ;  if  they  were  illegal,  it  fhews  that  what 
they  were  about  they  thought  they  had  a  right  to  be  about;  that 
though  they  might  be  wrong,  that  though  they  might  be  illegal, 
they  thought  they  were  acting  legally,  otherwife  they  woidd 
never  have  fubmitted  to  Courts  of  Juftice  thofe  a&s  now  com- 
plained of  as  conftituting  an  ad  of  high  treafon. 

Gentlemen,  hitherto  I  have  only  ooferved  to  you,  upon  the 
evidence  that  has  been  produced  on  the  part  of  the  Crown.  From 
every  evidence  produced  againft  us,  you  have  heard,  firft,  from 
the  language  of  our  refoultions  that  have  been  produced  againft 
us,  that  our  object  was  parliamentary  reform — in  the  next  place, 
they  fay,  that  language  may  have  been  pretended;  it  may  have 
covered  a  different  defign.  You  have  it  upon  oath,  that  it  was 
the  defign  of  thofe  pedple  with  whom  they  (ay  we  are  connected, 
for  every  wknefs  has  fworn  to  you,  that  their  objects  were 
peaceable*  This  is  the  evidence  of  the  Crown.  Now  w%  have 
fupported  this  by  evidence  of  our  own :  we  have  added  to  the 
number  of  witneflfes  which  the  Crown  called,  and  who  gave  an 
account  of  what,  were  the  motives  of  thefe  focieties' — to  fhew 
what  was  their  end,  and  what  were  the  means  by  which  they  in- 
tended to  effect  that  end  Every  one  of  thefe  witneffes,  called 
to  you  one  after  another,  has  agreed  in  faying,  that  their  end  was 
a  parliamentary  reform ;  and,  that  though  to  accomplifh  that  end 
they  meant  to  call  this  Convention,  yet  it  never  entered  into  their 
minds  to  conceive  that  this  Convention  was  to  aft  by  force;  on 
the  contrary,  it  was  to  colled  the  voice  of  the  country,  and 
when  the  voice  of  the  country  was  collected  by  that  Convention, 
it  was  to  be  carried  by  the  fame  organ  to  the  Houfe  of*f  arlia- 
tnent,  which,  it  was  fuppofed,  would  liften  to  it. 

Gentlemen,  it  would  be  idle  in  me,  it  would  be  cruel  towards 
you,  to  enter  more  particularly  into  the  evidence.  I  think  1  have 
ftated  to  vou  what  is  the  general  effedt  of  the  evidence  of  every 
witnefc  that  has  been  called  to  you ;  but;  I  think,  there  were 
two  called  at  laft,  Mr.  Sheridan  and  Mr.  Francis,  who  <j>eak  more 
particularly  to  this  fed,  and  moss  particularly  deferve  vour  con- 

federation, 
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^deration,  becaufe  they  fhew,  moft  decidedly,   that  the  objeft 
which  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  has  profefled,  was  his  real  objeft. 

You  recolleft  the  time  when  there  was  an  alarm  in  the  king- 
dom, when  the  Parliament  was  called,  and  the  miKtia  embodied 
in  an  extraordinary  way.     The  ground  for  calling  it  was,  that 
there  were  disturbances  and  infurre&ions  in  the  kingdom :  there 
were  fome  gentlemen  who  thought  there  did  not  at  that  time 
exift  thofe  disturbances,  and,  accordingly,  difputed  the  real  ex- 
iftence  of  them,  and  there  was  an  enquiry  inftituted.     On  that 
occafion  Mr.  Hardy  attended  Mr.  Sheridan,  and  he  ftates  to  y<to, 
that  Mr.  Hardy  wifhed  the  Committee  to  be  appointed,  and  an 
enquiry  to  be  made ;  and  he  was  ready  to  have  laid  before  Mr. 
Sheridan,  to  have  been  called  before  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and 
to  have  been  obliged  to  have  given  an  account  of  every  thing  he 
knew  about  the  bufinefs.     He  ftated,  that  the  focieties  had  been 
ill-treated ;  that  they  had  met  at  public-houfes  j  that  the  publi- 
cans were  fearful  of  lofing  their  licences,  and  had  refufed  their 
coming  in ;   that  he  had  given  Mr.  Sheridan  all  the  affiftancfc 
in  his  power,  and  had  given  him  all  the  houfes  they  met  at ;  that 
he  wifhed  the  enquiry  to  be  inftituted,  in  order  that  he  and  all 
connected  with  him  might  have  an  opportunity  of  (hewing  to 
the  public,  what  their  real  views  were.     He  was  ready  to  lay 
before  them  all  his  papers-— all  his  documents,  relative  to  the  in- 
stitution and'progrefs  of  this  focietyr  that  feems  to  me  to  furniih 
exceedingly  Strong  proof,  that  Mr.  Hardy  was  a&ing  bona  fide% 
that  he  had  then  no  criminal  intent  in  his  mind,  nor  thofe  who 
afted  with  himj  if  he  had,  he  would  have  wifhed  to  have  had 
the  enquiry  fuppreSTed :  but,  inftead  of  that,  he  comes  forward, 
and  is  ready  to  give  every  affiftance  in  his  power  towards  profe- 
cuting  it. 

Gentlemen,  the  next  perfon  called  is  Mr.  Francis.  He  fays, 
Mr.  Hardy  attended  him,  wiShing  him  to  prefent  a  petition  to  pafs 
a  bill  for  annual  Parliaments  and  univerfal  fuffrage.  Mr.  Hardy 
attended  him  with  others,  and  he  fays,  Mr.  Hardy  ftruck  him 
particularly  by  his  deportment  as  a  reafonable  and  quiet  man. 
Mr,  Sheridan,  likewife,  gave  that  teftimony  to  his  character  \  he 
%Sj  he  remarked  him  for  his  peaceable  and  decent  deportment. 
They  came  to  defire  him  to  prefent  their  petition  j  he  converfed 
'with  them,  and  he  told  him  what  they  have  always  faid,  and 
what  they  do  now  fay,  notwithstanding  this,  profeqution  againft 
them,  that  they  learned  their  principles  from  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond, and  they  were  convinced  by  his  arguments  j  and  I  am 
afraid,  that  they  ftiU  hold  thefe  opinions  which  they  firft  enter- 
tained, following  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  principles  and  tenets. 
I  hope  it  is  no  relfe&ion  upon  any  man  not  to  hold  thofe  prin- 
ciples, for  I  do  hot  myfelf ;  but,  furely,  it  is  an  excufe  to  fuch  a 
«un  as  Mr.  Hardy  to  eutertain  fuch  principles^  when  the  Duke 

of 
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of  Richmond  entertained   them  and  ptAlifbed  them,  to  the 
lurorld. 

Gentlemen,  they  adhered  to  their  objed^  Mr.  Francis  fays,  of 
univerfal  fuffrage.  He  reprefented  to  them,  that  that  was  not 
the  ufual  form  of  a  petition ;  that  they  had  better  leave  it  open  to 
the  wifdoift  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  what  fort  of  a  reform 
they  would  adopt :  they  were  ready  to  prefent  their  petition  in 
the  common  form,  but  dill  they  adhered  to  their  principles — that 
the  petition,  be  it  prefented  in  what  form  it  might,  was  for  uni- 
verfal fuffrage  and  annual  Parliaments.  Surely,  this  muft  (hew 
you  moft  decidedly,  that  the  real  opinion  of  this  man  is,  that  it 
would  be  a  good  thing  to  obtain  annual  Parliaments  and  univerfal 
fuffrage ;  and  that  was  the  objed,  that  was  the  only  obje&  which 
be  really  and  bona  fide  purfued. 

But,  Gentlemen,  thofe  who  condu&  this  profecution  wifh  to 
perfuade  you,  that  there  is  more  in  it  than  what  lays  on  the 
iiirface;  they  wifh  to  perfuade  you,  that  thefe  men  have  not 
a&ed  honeftly ;  that  they  have  not  a&ed  bona  fide  ;  that  the  end 
which  they  have  held  out  as  their  objeft  was  not  the  real  one: 
they  would  perfuade  you,  that  the  means  of  obtaining  this  object 
is  a  mere  pretence,  and  that  there  is  no  colour  for  infilling  that 
thefe  were  the  real  opinions.  Now  let  us  examine  that  a  little; 
let  us  fee  what  grounds  they  have  for  maintaining  their  real 
cpinions ;  let  us  fee,  if  there  are  any  reafons  to  conclude  from 
their  conduct,  that  thefe  are  their  real  opinions.  The  propo- 
fition  of  thefe  men  is  this :  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  is  cor- 
rupt—that that  corruption  proceeds  from  the  manner  in  which 
the  nation  is  reprefented,  and  by  the  long  duration  of  Parlia- 
ments :  they  think  it  might  be  corrected  by  annual  Parliaments 
and  univerfal  fuffrage ;  they  think  the  Houie  will  not  grant  them 
the  redrefs  they  afk  by  petition,  becaufe  it  has  been  refufed;  they 
think  that  the  majority  of  the  people  (I  do  not  fay  they  are 
right)  are  on  their  fide:  they  fay,  they  wifh  to  colled  the 
fcnfe  of  the  majority  of  the  people,  and  therefore  propofe  a  Con- 
vention of  Delegates  to  be  called,  to  colled  that  opinion,  and, 
if  it  appears  what  they  think  it  is,  to  convey  that  opinion  to 
Parliament  This,  they  fay,  is  mere  pretext  5  now  let  us  exa- 
mine it  in  its  parts. 

Gentlemen,  the  firft  propofition  is,  that  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons is  corrupt  I  do  not  fay  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  is 
corrupt,  but  I  am  examining  whether  Mr.  Hardy  has  faid  fo,  who 
pins  his  faith  upon  the  Duke  of  Richmond.  What  fays  the 
Duke  upon  that  fubjeft  ?  He  fays,  "  The  lefier  reform  has  been 
attempted  with  every  poflible  advantage  in  its  favour ;  not  only 
from  the  zealous  fupport  of  the  advocates  for  a  more  effechul 
one,  but  from  the  affiftance  of  men  of  great  weight,  both  in  and 
-cut  of  power.    But  with  all  thefe  temperaments  and  helps  it  has 

failei 
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tailed.      Not  one  profelyte  has  been  gained,  from  corruption,  tfor 
has  the  leail  ray  of  hope  been  held  out  from  any  quarter,  that  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  was  inclined  to  adopt  any  other  mode  of  re- 
form."     Then  it  is  not  firft  a  fuggeftion  of  Mr.  Hardy  and  his 
friends,  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  was  corrupt,  and  that  this 
was  the  means  by  which  he  propofes  a  remedy;  but  the  Duke  of 
Richmond,  his  great  prototype,  the  man  whofe  precept  he  has 
followed,    and  whofe  difciple  he  is,   he  tells  him,    in  expreft 
terms,  the  Houfe  of  Commons  is  corrupt,  and  that  corruption 
proceeds  from  the  people  not  being  properly  reprefented  in  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  and  propofes  this  means  of  redrefs.     The 
remedy,  then,  that  is  to  be  applied  is  annual  Parliaments  and 
umverfal  fuffrage. — What  does  the  Duke  of  Richmond  fay  upon 
that  fubje£t  ?     He  fays,  aI  am  more  and  more  convinced,  from 
every  day's  experience,  that  the  reftoring  the  right  of  voting 
univerfally  to  every  man,  not  incapacitated  by  nature  for  want 
of  reafon,  or  by  law  for  the  commiffion  of  crimes,  together  with 
annual  elections,   is  the  only  reform  that  can  be  effe&ual  and 
permanent.     I  am  further  convinced  that  it  is  the  only  reform 
that  is  practicable.     All  other  plans  that  are  of  a  palliative  nature, 
have  been  found  inefficient  to  intereft  and  animate  the  great  body 
of  the  people,  from  whofe  earneftnefs  alone  any  reform  can  be 
expected.      A  long  exclufion  from  any  (hare  in  the  legiflature  of 
their  country,,  has  rendered  the  great  mafs  of  the  people  in- 
different  whether  the  monopoly  that  fubfifts  continues  in  the 
hands  of  a  more  or  lefs  extended  company,   or  whether  it  is 
divided  by  them  into  {hares,  of  fomewhat  more  or  lefs  juft  pro- 
portions.   The  public  feels  itfelf  unconcerned  in  thefe  contefis, 
except  as  to  the  oppreilions  it  endures,  which  it  knows  muft 
continue  fo  long  as  the  people  remain  deprived  of  all  controul 
over  their  Representatives. 

u  What  i  call  for  is  not  conveniency,  but  right.    Let  us  then 

hut  determine  to  aft  on  this  broad  principle  of  giving  to  every 

man  his  own,  and  we  fhall  immediately  get  rid  of  all  the  per* 

plexities  to  which  the  narrow  notions  of  partiality  and  exclufion 

muft  ever  be  fubjecV — Now  it  is  objected  to  Mr.  Hardy  that 

this  idea  of  corruption  in  the  Houfe  ox  Commons,  that  this  idea 

that  the  caufe  of  that  corruption  may  be  remedied  by  univerfal 

fuffrage  and  annual  Parliaments,  is  all  pretext :  what  reafon  can 

there  be  to  lay  that  it  is  pretext  ?  What  colour  is  there  for  fayingi 

that,  when  you  have  it  over  and  over  again,  that  Mr.  Hardy 

abides  by  the  plan  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond ;  that  that  is  the 

only  object  he  wifhes  to  be  carried  into  execution,   and  that 

which  he  profeffes  in  all  thefe  refolutions  to  be  his  object,   is 

that  which  appears  in  terms  to  be  the  object  of  the  Duke  of 

Richmond,   which,  by  a  publication  to  the  people  of  England, 

he  recommends  to  be  adopted  i    Therefore,  Gentlemen,  we  have 

got  this  length,  that  the  corruption  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  13 

not 
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not  a  thought  of  Mr.  Hardy's ;  that  the  caufe  of  that  corruption 
is  not  a  thought  .of  Mr.  Hardy's ;  that  the  means  by  which  that 
corruption  might  be  remedied  is  not  a  thought  of  Mr.  Hardy's : 
they  are  all  the  thoughts  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  fupported 
by  thofe  reafons  which  you  heard  read  when  his  Grace  was  in 
Court.  I  have  ftated  to  you  what  was  thought  die  immediate 
means  to  remedy  all  thefe  evils— annual  Parliaments  and  uni- 
verfal  fuffrage. 

The  next  thing  is  the  means  to  obtain  that  How  is  that  to 
he  brought  about  ?  (That  is  faid  to  be  a  pretext  too.)  Mr. 
Hardy  thinks  this  may  be  brought  about  by  a  convention  of  the 

Bople,  ailembling  to  take  the  public  opinion*  What  (ays  the 
uke  upon  that  fubjed  ?  He  lays,  tt  The  weight  of  corrup- 
tion has  crufhed  this  more  gentle,  (fpeaking  of  a  le/Ier  reform,) 
as  it  would  have  defeated  any  more  efficacious  plan  in  the  fame 
circumftances.  From  that  quarter,  therefore,  I  have  nothing  to 
bope.     It  is  from  the  people  at  large  that  I  expeft  any  good." 

Well  then,  when  fuch  a  man  as  the  Duke  of  Richmond  tells 
them,  Parliament  has  been  petitioned  fo  often  to  no  purpofe,  and 
tells  the  public  that  if  Parliament  is  petitioned  thev  will  not 
grant  it,  and  tells  them  that  it  is  from  the  people  at  Large  alone 
he  expe&s  it  will  be  granted — what  was  the  mildeft  fenfe  the 
man  at  the  bar  could  put  upon  thefe  wojrds  ?  Was  it  not  this? 
From  the  people  at  large  the  Duke  of  Richmond  experts  this 
reform j  he  does  not  expe&  it  from  Parliament;  he  knows  the 
Parliament  will  not  grant  it  j  but  he  expe&s  it,  and  if  he  ex- 
perts it,  furely  it  may  be  lawfully  expe&ed  from  the  people  at 
large ;  furely,  I  thinJc  the  moll  rational,  the  moft  peaceable,  the 
moft  conftitutional  conftruftion  that  can  be  put  upon  that  ex- 
preffion  is,  that  it  is  to  be  expcfted  from  the  fenfe  of  the  people 
at  large  fpeaking  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  What  the  Duke 
of  Richmond  meant  was  this,  not  a&ing  by  force  moft  unques- 
tionably, but  that  he  expe&ed  this  from  the  people  at  large, 
hoping  they  would  declare  what  their  public  withes  were,  and 
that  their  public  wilhes  communicated  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
would  produce  the  reform  he  wilhed  to.  be  produced. 

Gentlemen,  I  think  this  is  fair  reafoning;  I  think  thatmuft 
be  the  conftrudion  that  you  will  put  upon  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond's words.  It  cannot.be  faid  that  a  man  with  fo  enlightened 
a  mind  as  the  noble  Duke  poffefles,  that  he  meant  to  incite  the 
people  to  arms  by  this  letter  to  Colonel  Sharman ;  that  he  meant 
to  excite  the  people  to  take  up  arms  a^ainft  their  government, 
and  to  enforce  that  which  might  have  ended  in  the  deftru&ion 
of  that  government  in  which  he  had  fo  much  at  flake.  It  muft 
be  underftood,  that  he  meant,  by  the  people  at  large,  their  opi- 
nions being  collected ;  and  thofe  opinions  being  communicated 
to  the  legiflatore,  would  produce  the  effe£t  which  he  wifhed 
What  (ben  has  been  the  conduct  of  the  prifoncr,  teftified  by 

every 
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wery  part  of  the  evidence  in  this  caufe  ? — That  he  uniformly 
a£ted  upon  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan;  that  he  wifhed  that 
to  be  effefted  which  the  Duke  of  Richmond  meant  to  be  ef- 
fected, and  that  he  wifhed  it  to  be  effefted  by  the  fame  means. 
Then  it  would  be  monftrous  in  you  to  conftrue  thefe  ads  and 
refohitions  of  thefe  people  in  the  way  that  you  are  defired  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown;  it  would  be  monftrous  for  to  fay  that  he 
meant  any  thing  further.    Is  it  not  poffible  that  he,  by  all  thefe 
things   which  have  been  given  in  evidence—is  it  not  poffible 
that  his  objeft  fhould  have  been,  that  the  Convention  would  do 
that  which  I  have  ftated— colleft  the  fenfe  of  the  people,  and 
communicate  it  to  Parliament  ?    I  only  afk  firft,  Is  it  not  pof- 
fible ?      If  it  be  poffible,  and  if  you  find  that  that  was  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  plan,  and  that  this  man  has  uniformly  declared 
that  his  objeft  was  only  to  do  that  which  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
pointed  out  in  his  plan,  furely  you  will  not,  for  the  fake  of  fixing 
guilt  upon  him,  prefume  he  meant  more  than  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond, but  rather-  inclining  on  the  fide  of  innocence,  you  will 
fay,    that  he  meant  what  the  Duke  of  Richmond  did  mean ; 
that  he  meant  the  Convention  to  aft  as  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
faid  the  people  at  large  might  aft,  in  order  to  obtain  univerfal 
fuffrage ;  not  conveying  it  by  force  of  arms,  but  peaceably  to 
petition  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

Gentlemen,  it  is  a  principle,  I  think,  in  the  Englifh  law,  that 
when  the  aft  of  a  man  is  indifferent  or  doubtful,  you  will  rather 
attribute  it  to  an  innocent  than  a  guiky  motive ;  and  I  hope  too 
you  have  not  loft  fight  of  another  principle — that  if  the  afts  of 
a  man  be  indifferent,  and  there  be  evident  proofs  of  fome  having 
a  tendency  to  fhew  it  to  be  from  one  motive,  and"  fome  having 
a  tendency  to  fhew  it  to  be  from  another,  I  hope  you  have  not 
loft  fight  of  this  principle-— that  a  Jury  will  incline  to  think  of 
the  moil  innocent  one,  rather  than  the  guilty ;  and  with  refpeft 
to  this  aft,  the  calling  a  Convention,  that  it  muft  be  taken  to 
be  an  innocent  aft.     You  have  heard  read  a  proteft  made  by 
feveral  learned  Peers  upon  a  motion  that  was  made  in  Parliament, 
in  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  during  the  pre/lure  of  the  American  war, 
when  the  burdens  were  felt  heavily  by  the  fubjefts.     Earl  Shel- 
burne  made  a  motion,  that  the  burdens  fhould  be  relieved  from 
the  fubjeft ;  the  immediate  objeft  of  which  was,  that  a  Com- 
mittee lhould  be  called,  confiding  of  neither  placemen  nor  pen- 
fioners,  to  enquire    what   unneceflary   expenditures,  penfions, 
and  places  exifted ;  and  to  enquire  how  and  what  were  the  beft 
means  of  lefiening  them.     After  a  long  debate,  the  motion  was 
negatived,    but  thofe  who  were  in  the  minority,  if  they  were 
weighed,  not  by  number,  but  by  quality,  would  be  called  the 
majority.      At  their  head  was  the  great   and   venerable   Earl 
Camden,  as  great  a  conftitutional  lawyer  as  any,  and  a  firm  fup- 
porter  of  the  conftitution  s  fome  now  afting  in  adrniniftration, 
Vol  II.  3C  the 
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the  Duke  of  Portland,  the  Duke  of  Grafton,  Lord  Fitzwilliam, 
the  Duke  of  Rutland,   the  Duke  of  Devonfhire,    Marquis  of 
Buckingham,  Lord1  Scarborough,  and,  true  to  his  old  principles^ 
the  Duke  of  Richmond.     They  w.ere  in  the  minority.      Tte 
motion  was  negatived,  but  they  protefted  againft  the  negative. 
They  sffign  their  reafons  for  publifhing  it — they  wifhed  to  hand 
down  to  pofterity  their  reafons  for  thinking  that  that  Committee 
ought  to  have  been  inftituted,  and  that  that  enquiry  ihould  be 
fet  on  foot ;  and  the  fourth  reafon  they  give  is  this — "  We  are 
further  impelled  to  imprefs  this  motion,  becaufe  the  object  of  it 
has  been  feconded  and  called  for  by  a  confiderable  majority  of 
the- people,  who  are  afTociated  for  this  purpofe>  and  feem  deter- 
mined to  purfue  it  by  every  legal  and  conftitutional  method  that 
can  be  devifed  for  its  fucceis."     There  you  have  Lord  Camden's 
authority,  that  the  people  may  legally  and  conftitutionally  affo- 
ciate  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  an  end  which  appears  to  them 
to  be  a  legal  and  conftitutional  one;  and  then  they  go  on — 
"  And  however    fome  may  affect  to  be  alarmed,  as  if  fuch  aflb- 
ciations  tended  to  difturb  the  peace,  or  encroach  upon  the  dele- 
gated power  of  the  other  Houfe,  we  are  perfuaded,  it  is  with  no 
other  view,  but  to  collect  the  fenfe  of  the  people,  and  to  inform 
the  whole  body  of  reprefentatives  what  are  the.  fentiments  of 
their  whole  body  of  conftituents."     Then    thefe    learned  and 
noble  Lords  affert,  they  believe,  the  collecting  the  general  fenfe 
of  the  people  at  large  to  be  the  obje&  of  thefe  afibciations-i- 
they  believe,  that  the  object  of  thefe  aflbciations  is  to  commu- 
nicate to  the  whole  body  of  the  reprefentatives  what  are  the  opi- 
nions of  the  whole  body  of  the'conftituents.     That  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  man  who  ftands  at  your  bar  \  that  was  the  object  of 
all  thofe  who  acted  with  him :  they  meant  to  call  a  Convention 
of  Delegates;  not  an  affbeiation  of  the  whole  people,  but  of  ' 
fomething  lefs  tumultuous  than  the  whole  body  of  the  people  at 
Jarge — by  a  Convention  of  Delegates,    by  whofe  means  they 
might  collect  what  was  the  opinion  of  the  whole  body  of  the 
people,  and  by  the  fame  organ  communicate  it  to  the  whole  body 
of  their  reprefentatives.     They  go  on—"  And  if  it  be  afked 
what  further  is  to  be  done  if  thefe  petitions  arc  rejected,  the  beft 
anfwer  is,  that  the  cafe  cannot  be  fuppofed  j  for  although  upon 
a  few  feparate  petitions  it  may  be  fairly  faid,  that  the  other  Houfe 
ought  not  to  be  decided  by  a  part  only  of  their  conftitucnts,  yet 
it  cannot  be  prefumed  that  they  will  act   in  defiance  of  the 
united  wiflies  of  the  whole  people,  or  indeed  of  any  great  and 
notorious  majority." 

Then  here  I  get  another  ftep:  feparate  petitions  had  been 
rejected,  and  petitions  might  be  rejected :  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons might  not  think  it  neceflary  to  accede  to  feparate  petitions; 
.but  if  petitions  could  be  got  from  thefe  general  aifociations  of 
the  people,  or  indeed  any  great  majority,  that  were  legal  and 

coitftitutiaiial, 
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constitutional,  that,  according  to  the  opinion  of  Lord  Camden, 
ought  to  be  attended  to.  It  ought  to  have  its  weight — to  carry 
fo  much  weight  in  its  eftimation,  that  it  could  "not  be  fuppofed 
that  fo  wife  a  body  as  the  Houfe  of  Commons  could  not  yield 
to  it.  , 

Gentlemen,  is  that  illegal,  which  Lord  Camden,  that  great 
lawyer,  fays,  when  he  dates  to#you,  that  fuch  an  application, 
fuch    petitions,  ought  to  be  attended  to  by  the  Houfe  of  Com-' 
mons  ?      Can  it  be  contended  that  fuch  aflbciations  are  illegal  ? 
Is  it  not  holding  out  to  the  public,  that  when  feparate  petitions 
are  rejected,  if  there  be  a  meafure  rejected  that  is  thought  to 
conduce  to  the  public  good,  it  is  the  right  of  the  people  to  pre- 
fent  collective  petitions,  as  a  public  body,  telling  them,  that  pe- 
titions fo  prefented  are  not  likely  to  be  rejected  f     They  go  on, 
and  fay — "  It  is  admitted  that  they  have  a  power  to  vote  as  they 
think  fit,  but  it  is  not  poflible  to  conceive  that  fo  wife  an  af- 
fembly  will  be  ever  rafli  enough  to  reject  fuch  petitions,  and  by 
that  means,   caufe  this  dangerous  queition  to  be  broached  and 
agitated — whether  they  had  not  broke  their  truft.     The  voice 
of  the  people  will  certainly  be  complied  with-—Minifters  may, 
as.  they  feem  to  have  done  in  a  recent  inftance,  deprive  any  man 
of  what  he  holds  at  their  pleafure  for  prefuming  to  exercife  his 
undoubted  right  of  thinking  for  himfelf  upon  this  or  other  pub- 
lic fubjects;  but  it  will  not  be  wife  in  them  to  treat  thefe  aflb- 
ciations with  contempt,  or  call  them  by  the  invidious  name  of 
faction — a  name  by  which  the  minority  in  both  Houfes  of  Par- 
liament have  been  fo  frequently  and  fo  falfely  calumniated ;  be- 
caufe  the  name,  fo  applied,  will  recoil  back  .upon  themfelves, 
when  acting  againft  the  general  fenfe  of  the  nation :  nor  will 
they  be  able  to  repreftnt  thofe  numbers,  fo  refpectable  in  rank 
and  property,  as  they  did  but  too  fucccfsfully  the  difcontented 
Americans,   as  a  mob  of  indigent  and  feditious   incendiaries; 
becaufe  the  people  to  whom  this  is  addreffed,  are  the  very  people 
that  are  abufed,  and  every  man  bears  within  himfelf  the  testi- 
mony of ,  its  falsehood;' ' 

Gentlemen,  the  reafon  of  my  bringing  forward  this  proteft  to 
you  is,  that  you  may  fee  that  it  has  been  the  opinion  of  great  and 
enlightened  men  in  this  country,  that  aflbciations  of  the  people, 
for  obtaining  the  redrefs  of  what   they    conceive    a  national 
grievance — that  fuch  aflbciations  are  not  only  legal,  but  com- 
mendable; becaufe,  if  they  were  not  only  ftrictly  legal,   and 
commendable  alio,  I  fhould  not  fee  fuch  names  as  I  do  at  the 
bottom  of  this  proteft,  in  which  they  fay,  that  when  fuch  peti- 
tions are  prefented,  it  would  be  inconfiilent  with  the  wifdom  of 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  reject  the  prayer  of  fuch  petitions. 

Novy,  Gentlemen,  if  this  be  fo — if  this  man  at  tne  bar  has 
always  acted  upon  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan — if  the  Duke 
\>i  Richmond  has  constantly  pointed  out  to  him,  in  all  his  publi- 
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cations,  that  there  exifts  thjs  corruption  in  the  ftatc — that  it  may 
be  remedied  by  this  means,  that  the  people  have  a  right  to  ad  for 
themfelVes  in  the  way  which  I  have  ftatcd  to  you — if  it  is  the 
opinion  of  men  fo  eminent  as  thofe  whofe  names  I  have  read  from 
the  bottom  of  this  protcft,  that  aflbciations  of  this  fort  may  be 
legal,  how  is  the  prtfoner  at  the  bar  to  be  implicated  in  the  charge 
in  this  indictment  ?     Recolle£,  that  if  you  can  attribute  his  ac- 
tions to  an  innocent  motive,  you  ought  fo  to  attribute  them,  rather 
than  afcribe  them  to  a  guilty  orte.     If  you  find  that  he  has  con- 
ftantly  followed  the  plans  he  i  <  ftated  to  have  followed—plans  of 
a  different  nature  to  that  now  imputed  to  him,  wherein  he  has 
learned  that  general  aflbciations  for  this  purpofe  are  lawful,  how 
can  you  fay,  that  he  who  projected  only  to  call  a  Convention  for 
the  purpofe  of  a  parliamentary  reform — who  ftates,  in  the  refo- 
lution  to  call  it,  that  it  was  for  the  purpofe  of  talcing  into  con. 
^deration  the  proper  methods  of  obtaining  a  full  and  fair  repre- 
sentation of  the  people — how  can  you  prefume  againft  the 
conftant  tenor  of  his  life  ?     How  can  you  fay,  againft  the  doc- 
trine laid  down  in  this  proteft,  which  holds  out,  that  aflbciations 
for  this  purpofe  are  legal  and  conftitutional  ?     How  can  vou  fay, 
againft  all  this,  that  though  he  profefled  always  to  follow  the 
conduct  of  men  who  held  out  that  doctrine,  and  whofe  precepts 
he  has  conftantly  followed,  how  can  you  prefume  againft  all  this, 
that  his  purpofes  were  neither  legal  nor  conftitutional;  that  though 
he  profefled  always  to  follow  the  example  of  men  who  held  out 
matters  that  were  legal  and  conftitutional,  yet  that  he  held  out 
tfce  matter  for  a  reform  in  Parliament  only  for  a  pretence  ?  How 
can  you  prefume  from  fuch  evidence  that  he  had  that  guilty  mind 
the  indictment  charges  him  with — namely,  calling  together  this 
Convention  for  the.  purpofe  of  acting  together  with  arms,  to  fub- 
vert  the  government  of  the  country  t    That  would  not  be  that 
charitable  conclufion  to  which  Engmh  Juries  upon  fuch  evidence 
have  ever  inclined  j  and,  fare  I  am,  you  will  never  begin  fuch  2 
practice. 

Let  me  fuppofe,  for  a  moment,  that  noble  perfon  who  gave  his 
evidence  here  in  Court,  could  defcend  from  his  rank,  to  defend  this 
man,  the  prifoner  before  you.  What  would  he  fay  in  his  defence? 
Would  he  not  fay— -Look  to  the  origin  of  all  this.  It  was  my 
plan— he  is  my  dtfciple — he  followed  my  doctrine,  by  the  means 
that  I  pointed  out  to  him.  I  told  the  public,  that  univerfal  fuf- 
frage  and  annual  Parliaments  was  the  only  reform  to  be  intro- 
duced into  the  Houfc  of  Commons :  that  would  remove  the 
grievances  under  which  we  labour.  I  told  the  public,  thev  had  a 
right  to  aflemble,  and  to  make  their  voice  heard  in  the  Houfe  of 
Commons.  I  have  not  only  taught  this,  but  left  with  the  public 
the  reafons  which  induced  me  to  form  that  opinion ;  and  thofe 
reafons  have  fince  been  operating  upon  the  mind  of  the  man  at 
die  bar.    If  this  man  has  finned,  his  fins  are  upon  my  head.   If 
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he  has  beeh  milled,  he  has  been  miflcd  by  me.     He  has  purfifed 
the  lame  object,  and  he  has  purfued  it  by  the  fame  means.     But 
he  has  ufed  harfh  language,  he  has  entered  into  imprudent  refo- 
lutions.     Why,  it  may  be,  he  is  an  ignorant  man.     His  refolu- 
tions  may  have  been  illegal — may  have  been  harfh";  but  when  I 
have  led  him  to  this — when  I  gave  him  the  principle — when  his 
object  is  the  fame  as  mine — when  the  ultimate  end  is  the  fame — 
when  the  means  are  the  fame,  namely,  by  the  intervention  of 
the  people ; — a  little  indifcretion,  a  little  violence  of  language, 
even  a  little  illegality  is  to  be  excufed,  in  a  man  of  his  profef- 
iion.     I  am  of  high  rank  in  the  irate,  of  great  abilities,  of  great 
indulhy,  of  education,  experience,  and  knowledge,  and  an  en- 
lightened mind  to  direct  me:  I  ufed  all  thefe  qualifications  to 
endeavour  to  trace  theN  fouree  of  the  evil,  and  the  remedy  that 
ought  to  be  applied.  They  led  my  mind  to  conclude  that  which  I 
thought  was  really  felutary  to  the  public  on  this  caufe — that  uni- 
verfal  fuffrage  and  annual  Parliaments  a/e  the  only  means  by 
which  the  country  could  be  faved ;  and  that  if  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons would  not  grant  redrefs  upon  private  petitions  from  the 
people,  to  the  people  was  the  appeal. — He  learned  it  from  me: 
he  has  not  my  advantage,  he  has  not  my  rank.     I  do  not  mean 
to  intimate,  that  a  Jury  of  this  country  will  not  diftributc  equal 
juftice  to  a  Duke  or  to  him — that  if  that  NoHe  Duke  ftood  at 
the  bar  inftead  of  Mr.  Hardy,  he  would  have  reafon  to  expect  a  dif- 
ferent verdift  from  Mr.  Hardy,  reafoning  from  the  (ame,facts.  But 
my  reafoning  is  the  fame.   The  Duke  might  fay,  I  entertained  the 
opinion  that  this  man,  following  me,  now  entertains.     He  has 
none  of  thofe  advantages ;  he  has  on  his  fide  nothing  but  igno- 
rance.    It  is  not  wonderful,  that  reading  the  reafons  1  have  pub- 
lifhed  (hould  convince  him ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  reafonable  for 
ou  to  prefume,  he  has  acted  bona  fide.     But  he  has  gone  greater 
engths.     He  may,  and  that  too  may  be  excufed  in  him,  becaufe 
he  is  an  ignorant  man.     He  has  not  had  the  advantages  I  have- 
he  has  not  had  the  advice  I  have  had.     He  too  may  have  met 
with  greater  provocations  than  I  have.     I  have  a  large  train  of 
followers  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords :  the  propofitions  I  brought  for- 
ward were  never  rejected  with  difdain  and  contumely.    I  never 
had  the  provocation  he  has  received.     I  do  not  enquire  whether 
the  provocation  was  juft — whether  it  be  well  or  ill  founded ;  but 
ftill  it  is  provocation,  and  a  provocation  at  which  it  is  not  to  be 
wondered  that  an  unenlightened  mind  (hould  be  irritated  by. — 
Thefe  are  the  topicks  that  the  Duke  of  Richmond  himfclf  would 
urge  to  you. 

If  the  Duke  of  Richmond  felt  for  a  moment  that  that  man's 
life  was  in  danger,  his  blood  would  curdle  in  his  veins.  He 
would  be  (hocked  at  the  idea,  when  he  knows  that  all  the  conduct 
°f  this  man  was  produced  by  the  principles  he  has  uttered :  it  is 
that  to  which  he  has  led  him,  which  has  been  by  the  doctrines  he 
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has  avowed,  by  the  reafons  he  has  pubHfhed.  ff  he  knew  th£ 
all  the  condu£t  of  this  man  muft  have  proceeded  from  this,  he 
would  implore  you  on  his  knees  not  to  find  any  ^uilt  upon  that 
man,  you  were  not  ready  to  find  upon  him.  He  would  tell  you,  that 
there  is  nothing  that  he  has  done  that  he  would  not  have  done: 
his  principles  are  the  fame,  and  his  obje£t  the  fame,  and  the  means 
taken  are  the  fame :  not  a  fingle  expreffion  has  been  proved  upoa 
him  tending  a  different  way.  And  furely,  Gentlemen,  it  is  a 
great  excufe  for  a  man  in  the  fituation  of  life  in  which  the  prr- 
foner  ftands,  to  have  had  the  doctrines  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
inculcated  upon  him  as  they  have  been — to  have  had  the  excufe 
of  the  fame  object  which  the  Duke  pointed  out,  and  by  the  fan* 
means.  And  I  fay  by  the  fame  means ;  becaufe  I  fay  it  is  not 
proved  by  that  plain,  direct,  and  manifeft  proof  which  the  ftatute 
calls  for*  and  which  Lord  Coke  fays  is  required  ;  it  is  not  proved 
by  that  plain,  direct,  and  manifeit  proof  that  he  had  any  other 
defigns:  and  if  thofe  ether  defigns  are  not  proved  by  that  plain, 
direct,  and  manifeft  proof,  then  the  circumftances  of  his  always 
having  avowed  different  defigns,  that  his  intent  was  to  adhere  to 
the  plan  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  ought  to  lead  you  to  a  con- 
cluhou,  that  in  this  cafe  he  meant  not  to  go  beyond  the  plan  J 
the  Duke  of  Richmond. 

Gentlemen,  what  I  have  troubled  you  with  hitherto  is  chiefly 
upon  the  general  evidence  of  the  plan  that  has  been  laid  before 
you. 

Gentlemen,  you  collected  from  an  argument  that  we  had  in 
the  early  part  of  this  caufe,  that  none  of  the  evidence  admitted 
in  this  caufe,  which  is  not  brought,  home  perfonally  to  Mr. 
Hardy,  ought  at  all  to  affect  him  otherwife  than  this — that  it 
tended  to  prove  the  object  of  a  general  confpiracy  in  the  country 
to  call  together  a  Convention,  to  be  fupported  by  force  againft  the 
government.  With  "hat  view,  nine-tenths  of  the  evidence  that  wi< 
read  has  been  admitted,  and  with  that  only  view ;  and  it  was 
itated  by  the  Court,  that  Mr.  Hardy  was  not  to  be  affected  by  any 
of  that  evidence,  any  further  than  he  might  be  proved  afterwards 
to  be  engaged  in  that  plot,  and  to  the  extent  that  he  was  proved 
to  be  engaged  in  it — namely,  that  plot  of  calling  together  2 
Convention,  to  a£t  with  force  of  arms  againil  the  government. 
There  is  proof  enough  to  {hew  you,  that  Mr.  Hardy  did  mcaa 
that  a  Convention  fhould  be  called.  I  do  not  difpute  it.  tut 
the  question  for  you  will  be,  Whether  Mr.  Hardy,  the  individual 
ftanding  at  your  bar,  did  in  his  mind  intend  that  this  Convention 
fhould  act  with  force  of  arms  againft  the  government  ?  Now  I 
with  it  was  within  the  fcale  of  my  abilities  to  have  feparated  the 
evidence,  and  lay  diftinctly  before  you  what  the  evidence  that  ap- 
plies to  Air.  Hardy  on  this  point  is.  I  admit,  that  his  cafe  is 
iuch  that  it  requires  it.  It  ought  to  be  done  by  his  Counfd 
And  I  have  but  one  excufe,  which  is  within  the  reach  of  ray 
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abilities — the  utter  impoffibility  of  feparating  the  evidence* 
though  I  had  the  accidental  opportunity  of  the  leifure  of  Sunday, 
in  which  I  endeavoured  to  do  it;  yet  not  having  copies  of  one 
half  of  the  papers,  I  wafted  a  great  portion  of  time  in  that  en- 
deavour, but  found  it  was  abfolutely  impoflible.  Therefore,  I 
am  not  able  to  do  it,  and  therefore  I  cannot  do  it  now  to  you. 
I  muft  truft  to  your  recolleftion,  the  notes  you  have  taken,  and 
the  accuracy  of  his  Lordfhip,  when  he  fums  up,  to  ftate  to  you 
how  much  of  this  evidence  affects  Mr.  Hardy.  But,  in  my  ap- 
prehenfion,  none  of  it  affefts  Mr,  Hardy  to  (hew,  that  in  his 
mind  there  refided  that  defire  of  carrying  the  objeft  of  a  parlia- 
mentary reform  by  force. 

Gentlemen,  you  obftrve,  that  in  the  former  part  of  my  argu- 
ment I  was  contending  there  was  no  fuch  defign,  and  if  there 
was,  there  is  no  colour  of  fixing  any  thing,  as  it  feems  to  me, 
upon  Mr.  Hardy  perfonally. 

Gentlemen,  it  is  ii  evidence  to  you,  that  Mr.  Hardy  has  never 
been  without  a  fpy  at  his  elbow  for  the  Lift  two  years,  from  the 
year  1792  till  the  time  he  was  apprehended.  He  has  never  been 
prefent  at  any  meeting  never  been  at  any  affembly  of  friends,  at 
which  there  was  not  prefent  fome  perfon  that  has  brought  to  the 
ears  of  government  every  thine  that  was  faid  by  thoie  perfons. 
Is  it  not  Angular  then,  that  with  the  difpofitions  thofe  men  had 
to  produce  a  reform,  which  I  admit  they  had,  not  one  (ingle 
expreflion  is  provtd  to  have  paflcd  from  the  mouth  of  Mr.  Hardy 
(hewing  difrefpeft  either  to  the  King  or  to  the  Lords  ?  But  I 
would  not  rely  much  upon  that.  Is  it  not  alfo  fingular,  that 
there  is  not  even  a  word,  an  hafty  expreflion,  not  even  an  acci- 
dental word,  ever  fallen  from  him  to  (hew  that  it  was  ever  in 
his  contemplation  to  ufe  force  for  any  purpofe  ?  And  is  it  pof- 
fible  to  conceive,  if  it  ever  was  in  his  mind  to  carry  the  projects 
of  that  Convention  into  execution  by  force,  but  what  fome  ex- 
preflions  of  this  fort,  watched  as  he  has  been,  fome  unguarded 
word,  at  fome  time  or  other,  (hould  have  fallen  from  him,  indi- 
cating, that  he  di~  entertain  fuch  an  intent  ? 

Gentlemen,  you  have  another  queftion  to  try — Whether,  if 
there  was  any  fuch  plot,    which  we  deny,   the  object   of  Mr. 
Hardy  was  to  do  fuch  a  thing  i     You  arc  trying  the  aft  of  Mr. 
Hardy's  mind— you  are  trying,  whether  he,  meaning  to  have 
this  confulting  and  confpiring  to  call  this  Convention,  whether 
it  was  the  object  of  his  mind,  that  that  Convention,  when  called, 
(hould  aft  by  force  ?     No  matter  who  elfe  intended  it.     You 
du  not  find  it  was  the  intention  of  Mr.  Hardy — you  cannot  find 
Mr.  Hardy  guilty ;  and  if  there  was   fuch, an  intention  in  Mr. 
Hardy,  I  do  think  it  utterly  impoflible,  that  going  into  the  hiftory 
•    of  his  life  for  two  years,  going  into  every  part  of  it,  fpies  at- 
tending upon  all  occaiions,  with  their' ears  open,  it  is  impoflible 
that  fome  unguarded  expreflion  (hould  not  have  fallen  from  him, 
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(hewing  that  it  was  his  intention ;  but  no  fuch  expreffion  has 
fallen  fron>  him,  nothing  from  which  it  can  be  prefumed  he  en- 
tertained fuch  an  opinion*      Is  that  according  to  the  common 
actions  of  men  ?     Does  the  hiftory  of  the  human  race  furniih 
you  with  a  fingle  inftance  of  a  man  Having  a  certain  plan  in  his 
mind  for  two  years  together,  meeting  with  perfons  with  whom 
he  is  fuppofed  to  be  anociating  for  the  purpofe  of  carrying  this 
plan  into  execution,  talking  with  them  upon  the  circumftances 
that  would  lead  to  it,  fuppoung  himfelf  not  to  have  been  watched, 
and  for  two  years  talking  with  men  in  whom  he  may  repofe  the 
moft  certain  confidence  ?     Do  you  find  any  inftance  in  the  hif- 
tory of  human  nature,  that  any  man,  the  moft  artful  and  arch, 
through  the  whole  courfe  of  two  years,  never  has  in  confidence 
dropped  an  expreffion  that  went  to  (hew  the  plan  that  was  fo 
lurking  in  the  heart  ?     Does  the  hiftory  of  human  nature  furnifh 
fuch  an  exiftence  ?  and  if  it  does  not,  your  juftice,  your  huma- 
nity, your  good  nature,  would  lead  you  to  fay,  that  it  does  not 
exift  for  the  firft  time  in  the  unfortunate  man  at  the  bar.     You 
are  trying  the  act  of  his  mind — you  are  trying  whether  it  was 
his  intention  to  compafs  this  thing  by  force.    If  he  never  has 
fuffered  to  efcape  from  his  lips  an  expreffion  of  this  kind ;  if  ail 
he  has  faid  for  two  years  has  been  communicated  to  govern- 
ment ;  if  he  has  fuppofed  himfelf  to  be  in  the  company  of  his 
friends,  when  he  was  in  the  company  of  fpies — it  is  too  hard, 
furcly,  to  fay,  that  all  that  time  he  entertained  an  idea  of  which 
he  never  dropped  a  fyllable  even  to  thofe  with  whom  he  is  fup- 
pofed to  confpire.     Gentlemen,  it  is  too  much  for  human  cre- 
dulity, to  fuppofe  that  not  a  fingle  expreffion  would  have  efcapcd 
him. 

Gentlemen,  if  Mr.  Hardy  were  a  man  of  profligate  man- 
ners, a  diffipated  life — if  he  was  likely,  from  the  tenor  of  his 
conduct,  to  ru*h  into  a  plan  of  this  fort — if  you  could  prefume, 
from  the  tenor  of  his  life,  he  was  difpofed  to  purfue  violent  ob- 
jects by  violent  means,  there  might  be  'fomething  in  this  cafe. 
But  you  have  heard  fuch  a  character —the  firft  time  I  ever 
heard  fo  univerfal  and  complete  a  good  character,  given  by  fo 
many  perfons,  in  his  fituation,  in  my  life.  All  forts  of  perfons  have 
been  called — his  neighbours,  his  mends,  thofe  whom  he  lived  in 
intimacy  with,  thofe  of  his  own  bufinefs,  fome  his  countrymen, 
and  fome  not,  and  all  of  them  concur  in  faying  he  is  a  man  of  a 
moft  amiable  and  refpe&able  difpofition — a  man  of  the  moft 
peaceful  mind — a  man,  the  laft  in  the  world  they  ihould  think 
capable  of  entertaining  fuch  a  project  as  has  now  been  imputed 
to  him.  The  minifter  whom  he  attended  has  been  called ;  he 
not  only  tells  you  that  Mr.  Hardy's  conduct  has  been  exemplary, 
that  his  manners  have  been  amiable,  but  he  tells  you,  that  in  his 
converfation  with  him  upon  politics  he  endeavoured  to  draw 
fiom  him  what  was  his  object— what  were  the  means  by  which 
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the' end  was  intended  to  be  brought' about  He  faid  that  he  in- 
formed him,  that  his  objeft  was  a  parliamentary  reform,  upon 
the  plan  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and  that  they  intended  to 
bring  it  about  by  every  means  that  were  peaceaole.  Add  to 
that,  thofe  witneffes  which  we  have  called  to  his  character  were 
not  all  men  of  his  way  of  thinking  in  politics ;  fome  of  them 
1  different.  I  believe  that  was  in  evidence;  if  it  was  not,  I  know  it 
to  be  (b;  fome  knowing  him  twenty  years:  his  mafter  whom  he 
ferved— all  concurred  in  faying,  that  during  the  time  they  have 
known  him,  a  better  character  never  belonged  to  man. 

Gentlemen,  this  is  a  <^fe  in  which  a  peaceable  chara&er 
ought,  above  all  others,  to  weigh,  becaufe  this  is  a  cafe  in  which 
you  are  trying  an  aft  of  the  prifoner's  mind.  You  are  trying 
whether  he  had  confpired  with  others  to  pull  down  this  govern- 
ment by  force;  whether  he  was  capable'of  taking  a  knife  in  his 
hand  and  ftabbing  the  government  of  the  country ;  and  if  you 
find  any  thing  fhort  of  that,  that  he  meant  to  attack  th-  govern- 
ment by  means  of  this  Convention,  then  furely  this  charafter 
ought  to  weigh ;  furely  a  man  of  fuch  peaceable  manners  ought 
not  to  be  eaiily  prefumed  capable  of  being  guilty  of  fuch  an  ad; 
and  when  you  add  to  that,  that  diligent  fearch  which  they  have 
made  for  two  years— that  moft  diligent  fearch  which  no  man 
could  be  aware  of,  when  they  were  acquainted  with  every 
thought  of  his  mind  that  has  found  expreflion  by  his  tongue ;  it 
is  not  too  much  to  afk  you  to  fuppofe,  that  whatever  others 
might  have  thought  of  this  fubieft,  that  he  had  not  thofe  views 
that  are  imputed  to  him— that  he  meant  to  fubvert  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country. 

Gentlenfen,  let  me  remind  you  again  of  what  the  points  are. 
What  is  the  queftion  you  have  to  try  ?  It  is,  Whether  Mr. 
Hardy,  at  the  time  he  entered  into  this  refolution  for  the  purpofe 
of  calling  this  Convention,  did  himfelf  perfonally  mean  that  the 
Convention  being  called,  fhould  aft  by  force  of  arms  againft  the 
government  of  the  country  ?  That  is  the  aft  you  have  to  try. 
Mr.  Hardy's  life  has  been  fifted,  and  through  the  whole  courfe 
of  his  life,  it  does  not  appear  that  a  fingle  expreflion  has  ever 
fallen  from  him  by  which  it  can  be  collefted  that  he  meant  to 
ufe  force.  If  he  did  not  mean  to  ufe  force,  he  muft  be  acquitted 
of  any  charge  as  imputed  to  him  by  this  indiftment.  That  he 
has  not,  the  evidence  goes  fully  in  proof  of;  and  therefore,  I 
truft  in  God,  you  will  give  your  verdift  of  acquittal  for  the 
prifoner. 
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-  Lord  P'reftdent.  Mr.  Hardy,  the  Counfel  that  you  have  had 
affigned  to  you,  at  your  own  requeft,  have  hitherto  conducted 
your  defence,  examined  your  witnefies,  and  each  of  them  ad- 
dreffed  themfelves  to  the  Jury  on  your  behalf:  you  are  alfo  at 
full  liberty  to  fpeak  for  yourfelf,  if  you  wifh  to  do  fo ;  and  if  you 
do,  this  is  the  proper  time  for  you  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  Hardy,  my  Lord,  I  am  perfectly  fatisfied  with  the  de- 
fence my  Counfel  have  made  for  me ;  and  I  apprehend  there  is 
no  need  of  my  faying  any  more. 

Lard  PrepUnt.     And  you  don't  wifh  to  add  any  thing  ?  ~ 
■  Mr.  Hardy.    No,  my  Lord. 
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May  it  pleafe  your  Lord/hips — Gentlemen  of  the  Juryy 

THE  defence  being  now  clofed,  it  is  my  duty  to  addrefs  you, 
Gentlemen,  in  reply  to  what  has  fallen  from  the  learned  Counfel, 
and  for  the  purpofe  of  fumming  up  to  you  the  evidence  you  have 
heard. 

You  have,  no  doubt,  Gentlemen,  been  imprefled  with  a  very 
able  and  powerful  fpeech,  which  my  learned  friend  who  fpoke 
laft  delivered  to  you.  And  I  am  happy  in  congratulating  my- 
felf,  and  the  profeffion,  upon  the  exertion  of  ability  which  has 
been  made ;  I  think  equal,  if  not  beyond  any  thing  I  ever  heard. 
The  prifoner,  I  am  fure,  has  been  moft  ably  defended  by  two 
very  able  Counfel  \  and  if,  having  had  fuch  affiftance,  his  defence 
is  unequal  to  his  purpofe,  it  is  becaufe  his  guilt  is  manifeft — it 
it  mull  be  from  the  clearnefs  of  the  proof,  and  not  becaufe  full 
juftice  has  not  been  done  to  him.  I  muft  confefs,  however,  that 
with  refped  to  one  thing  which  fell  from  one  of  my  learned 
friends,  the  leading  Counfel,  I  did  feel  great  furprize ;  and  the 
more  fo,  as  he  has  repeated  it  in  the  courfe  of  what  he  faid,  when 
he  talked  of  the  policy  of  a  verdid. 

Gentlemen,  I  have  been  taught,  that  a  Jury  of  Englifibmen, 
fworn  to  decide  upon  the  life  of  a  fellow  citizen,  are  to  decide 
only  according  to  the  truth  of  the  cafe  that  is  made  out  in  evi- 
dence before  them,  without  turning  afide  to  the  right  hand  or  to 
the  left,  keeping  perpetually  the  direct  path  before  them,  and 
attending  only  to  the  evidence,  the  law  as  it  affefts  that  evidence, 
and  the  conclufion  they  ought  to  draw*-- without  confidering, 
either  on  one  fide  or  othet,  any  political  circumftances  whatever* 
And  much  fhould  we  have  to  lament,  if  political  circumftances, 
or  any  circumftances  beyond  the  particular  cafe  before  the  Jury, 
ihould,  in  any  degree,  weigh  down  the  caufe.     Trial  by  Jury  is 
the  great  fafety  of  the  ftate  itfelf,  and  of  every  individual.     If 
we  iuffer  it  to  be  perverted,  either  one  way  or  the  other,  we  run 
the  danger  of  removing  from  the  conftitution  of  our  government, 
the  great  controul  which  the  people  of  this  country  have  re- 
ferred in  their  own  hands  over  that  conftitution*-- that  controul, 
which  prevented  the  tyranny  of  a  Cromwell  from  extending  to 
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fuch  a  degree  as  It  otherwife  might  have  done ;  which  firft  (hook 
James  II.  upon  his  throne,  and  at  alt~times  has  preferred,  and 
will  be  found  equal  in  all  times  to  preferve,  the  rights  and  liber- 
ties of  the  Subject,  as  well  as  the  fafety  of  the  Crown.  In 
common  cafes,  in  ordinary  criminal  cafes,  unqueftionably  beyond 
the  particular  cafe,  and  beyond  the  mifchief  that  may  arife  from 
crimes  going  onpuniflied,  whatever  way  a  Verdict  may  be  given, 
no  great  inconvenience  can  arife ;  but  on  a  cafe  which  as  greatly 
affects  the  ftate  as  a  Charge  of  high  treafon,  unqueftionably  the 
fafety  of  the  ftate  itfelf  may  be  involved  in  it  But  it  is  your 
duty  equally  to  difcard  that  obfervation  from  your  mind  You 
are  fimply  to  give  your  verdi ct  upon  that  which  in  your  con- 
science you  fhaTl  believe  to  be  the  truth  of  the  cafe,  as  made  out 
by  evidence,  and  to  wholly  difcard  every  other  confideration 
beiides. 

-  Gentlemen,  in  following  my  learned  friends  who  have  ap- 
peared as  Counfel  for  the  prifoner,  I  have  a  confiderable  diffi- 
culty— a  difficulty  which,  perhaps,  in  ibme  degree,  the  cafe 
impofes  upon  me j  but  I  think  thus  far  I  fee  clearly: — that  they 
have  not  attempted  to  difpute  any  one  important  fact  in  the  evi- 
dence ;  I  mean  not  the  truth  of  any  one  important  fact,  but  that, 
a*  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  judge,  the  truth  of  every  important 
fact  ftands  in  effect  admitted  upon  the  defence  which  the  pri- 
soner's Counfel  have  made  for  him.  They  have  endeavoured  to 
qualify,  they  have  endeavoured  to  throw  feme  obloquy  upon 
particular  witneffes ;  but  I  think  you  will  obferve  that,  upon  the 
whole,  every  attempt  of  that  fort,  perhaps  in  feme  refpe&s  juit 
and  well  founded,  every  attempt  of  that  fort,  has  failed  in  (baking 
the  ftrong  points  of  the  cafe ;  and  that,  on  the  contrary,  my 
learned  friends,  with  great  degree  of  judgement,  have  forborne  to 
touch  upon  fome  of  the  ftrong  points  of  the  cafe  at  all.  I 
would  alfo  obferve,  that  the  facts  ftated  by  the  witnefles  who 
have  given  parole  teftimony,  are  facts  of  wfrich  great  numbers 
have  teftiried,  and  which  might  have  been  contradicted  by  greater 
numbers  if  they  had  not  been  truly  ftated  by  the  witnefles;  and 
therefore  you  have  the  ftrongeft  ground  to  prefume  that  it  was 
impoffible,  by  the  production  of  any  witnefles  againft  them,  to 
touch  thofe  facts.  With  refpect  to  one  of  them,  which  I  ob- 
ferve was  very  particularly  noticed  by  Mr.  Gibbs,  I  mean  what 
palled  on  the  2d  of  May,  and  where  he  fuppofed  there  might  be 
a  confiderable  degree  or  difficulty  in  finding  out  what  quelHons 
to  aik  thewitnefs,  I  believe  there  are  at  this  moment  feveral  gen- 
tlemen in  Court,  and  an  officer  of  the  Court,  who  was  prefent, 
and  fat  next  to  Mr.  Home  Tooke  upon  that  occafion,  and  who 
therefore  could  have  contradicted  any  thing  faid  by  Groves,  if 
he  had  faid  any  thing  untrue  on  that  occafion. 

Gentlemen,  with  refpect  to  fome  things  that  have  been  urged 
by  my  learned  friend,  I  really  have  thought  that  it  was  intended 
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as  a  defence  for  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and  others,  rather  than 
to  defend  the  prifoner  at  the  bar.  But  however,  all  thefe  con- 
federations, it  appears  to  me,  ought  to  be  thrown  entirely  out  of 
the  cafe.  You  are  merely  to  decide  upon  the  evidence  before 
you,  and  on  that  evidence  as  it  applies  to  the  prifoner. 

Gentlemen,  feeing  therefore  that  my  learned,  friends  have  not 
been  able  materially  to  ihake  any  of  the  important  fa£s  of  the 
cafe,  I  (hall  very  -mortly  take  a  view  of  the  law  of  the  cafe, 
and  confider  it  with  reference  to  what  appears  to  ine  to  be  the 
ftriking  and  leading  fa£ts  of  the  cafe :  but  I  beg  leave  firft  to 
obferve,  as  the  meaning  and  intention  of  a&s  imputed  to  the 
prifoner  are  more  a  queition  than  the  fafts  themfelves,  it  may  be* 
important  a  little  to  attend  to  the  evidence,  as  it  imputes  that 
meaning  and  intent  to  him  in  common  with  a  great  number  of 
other  people.  It  did  not  enter  into  the  mind  of  the  Attorney 
General  when  he  opened  this  cafe  to  you,  to  impute  to  the  great 
mafs  of  people  concerned  in  thefe  tranfa&ions  any  fuch  meaning 
or  intent  as  he  imputes  tothe  prifoner  at  the  bar;  he  conceived 
on  the  contrary.  The  proceedings,  generally  fpeaking,  were  a 
fyftem  of  fraud  and  deception — always  profeffing.one  thing,  and 
really  meaning  another — confining  this  to  a  few  perfons  who 
were  the  dire&ors  and  leader?  of  the  whole,  and  had  the  whole 
bufinefs  in  efFeft  under  their  management.  If  this  was  matter 
of  doubt  with  us  before  the  caufe  was  opened,  we  can  have  no 
doubt  of  it  now  jrI  mean,  it  is  impoffible  for  us  to  doubt  that,  in 
a  degree,  at  leaft  this  is  the  cafe ;  it  is  impoffible  for  us  to  doubt 
that  there  was  great  fecrefy  in  the  condud  of  parts  of  the  tranf- 
a&ibn;  that  a  few  tranfa£ted  the  whole,  and  the  reft  blindly 
fubmicted  to  whatever  they  ordained. 

Gentlemen,  the  whole  crofs-examination  of  the  Sheffield  wit- 
Defies,  and  the  whole  original  examination  of  the  witnefles  for 
the  prifoner,  and  their  crofs-examination,  feem  to  me  to  (hew 
that  die  great  majority  of  the  perfons  engaged  in  this  bufinefs 
have  been  perfons  who  thus  implicitly  gave  up  their  judgement 
to  thofe  who  were  their  leaders'.  You  will  recoiled,  Gentlemen, 
the  manner  in  which  Broomhead  defcribed  it :  they  liftened  to 
their  great  orators,  as  to  their  guides  and  dire&ors ;  they  had  not 
the  vanity  to  think  they  could  form  a  proper  plan  of  proceeding, 
and  therefore,  as  Broomhead  fays,  pafled  refolutions,  as  a  com- 
pliment to  thofe  who  drew  them  up,  leaving  it  to  thofe  perfons, 
as  men  of  knowledge;  and  having  confidence  in  them,  fome  of 
them  appear  with  perfect  inattention,  merely  to  have  done  as 
others  did.  Dowling  faid,  that  when  the  fpeeches  and  refolutions 
were  read  at  Chalk  Farm,  he  was  at  fuch  a  diftance  he  could  not 
bear  what  was  faid,  and  he  gave  his  vote  in  confequence  of  fee- 
ing the  reft  vote.  Some  of  them  defcribe  themfelves  as  being 
totally  inattentive.  You  will  remember  Archibald  Hunter,  a 
perfumer  and  hair-drefler,  who  had  forgotten  what  trade  he  was 
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before  he  lived  on  his  means.  That  man  fated,  that  he  heard  the 
refolutions  at  Chalk  Farm  and  the  Globe  Tavern  read,  but  lie 
could  not  recapitulate  one.  He  did  not  vote,  he  took  no  part, 
and  that  from  that  inattention  that  pervades  his  whole  conducl 

Gentlemen,  I  can  eafily  fee,  that  many  other  perfons  were  as 
inattentive  as  this  man  was,  who  engaged,  as  he  did,  in  fuchfo- 
cieties  as  thefe.  It  is  material  there  fhould  be  fuch  men ;  and  as 
it  19  material  in  fuch  focietiet  as  thefe,  it  is  more  material  that 
there  mould  be  perfons  who  take  on  themfelves  to  lead  fuch  men, 
and  decide  for  them  upon  afts  which  are  of  the  greateft  impor- 
tance to  themfelves  and  to  the  country;  for  inattentive  men 
Jike  thefe  might  be  led  to  the  moft  violent  meafures,  without  the 
leaft  judging  for  themfelves  upon  the  fubjeft. 

Gentlemen,  almoft  every  one  of  the  witnefles  who  were  pro- 
duced oa  the  part  of  the  prifonef  are  from  the  London  Corre- 
sponding Society,  for  I  believe  only  one  of  them  came  from  the 
Conftitutional  Society :  almoft  every  one  of  the  witnefles  for  the 
prifoner  have  been  0/  this  description,  and  the  only  one  of  the 
Conftitutional  Society  was  a  member  of  both — that  was  Mr. 
Willis,  the  dancing-mafter ;  he  faid  he  was  very  little  acquainted 
with  their  proceedings ;  he  never  looked  at  their  books,  though 
it  docs  appear  that  the  books  always  laid  on  the  table ;  he  never 
heard  of  a  Committee  of  Correfpondence,  or  the  Secret  Com- 
mittee, till  he  read  it  in  the  newfpapcrs,  though  it  was  clearly 
proved  that  every  thing  was  tranfa&ed  by  that  committee.  And 
upon  the  whole,  I  think,  that  with  refpeft  to  that  gentleman,  you 
muft  be  perfuaded  he  was  not  a  man  they  could  have  fought  as  a 
member  to  either  fociety,  from  any  other  motive  than  that  he 
appeared  very  willing  to  part  with  his  money,  and  probably  ia 
better  circumftances  than  moft  of  them  were. 

And,  Gentlemen,  the  producing  to  you  witnefles  of  this  kind 
are  extremely  ftrong  circumftances ;  becaufe  if  they  had  meant 
that  the  tranfa&ions  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  fhould 
be  openly  examined,  if  they  had  thought  the  tranfa&iojis  of  that 
fociety  could  bear  the  face  of  open  day,  why  would  not  they 
have  brought  the  a£ting  managers  of  the  fociety  r  Would  not 
they  have  brought  thofe  who  had  been  conftantly  delegates,  who 
haa  been  in  the  committee,  except  thofe  againft  whom  thefe  ac- 
cufations  are  made  ?  But  not  one  of  them  is  called,  hot  one  man 
of  that  defcription  is  now  brought  forward,  not  even  one  man 
who  regularly  and  conftantly  attended  the  London  Correfponding 
Society ;  and  I  believe  moft  of  them  had  not  attended  for  a  con- 
fiderable  time  before  the  prifoner  was  taken  up,  fo  that  all  the 
recent  transactions  they  were  totally  unacquainted  with.  Dow- 
ling  and  Hunter  were  the  only  perfons  prefent  that  could  girt 
any  account  of  the  recent  transactions,  and  they  could  give  no 
account  of  them — Hunter  from  his  inattention,  and  Dowling 
did  not  indeed  allow  that  he  had  been  prefent  any  where,  except* 
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ing  at  the  meeting  of  Chalk  Farm,  where  he  could  not  hear  a 
word.  There  were  among  them  fome  gentlemen,  however* 
of  more  difcernment,  better  oofervation,  ana  more  underftanding, 
and  this  Will  apply,  for  inftance,  to  one  of  the  Sheffield  witneiTe* 
of  the  name  of  Widdifon ;  and  I  think  vou  will  be  clear  from 
his  evidence.  You  will  remember  the  ntuation  of  this  .man; 
for  I  muft.beg  leave  to  deny  the  aflertion  that  was  taade  by  the 
Counfel  for  the  prifoner,  that  you  are  to  give  great  credit  to 
every  thing  that  a  witnefs  fays.  The  Jury  are  to  confider  hk 
credit  according  to  the  bias  upon  his  mind,  and  he  muft  be 
judged  of  by  his  bias.  If  he  is  biafled  by. prejudice,  you  are  to 
confider  that  prejudice.  You  are  to  weigh  it,  to  perceive  how 
it  affe&s  his  teftimony,  for  the  moft  honeft  man  will  be  milled 
by  that  kind  of  bias :  and  when  you  hear  men  giving  their  evi- 
dence, and  perceive,  from  the  terms  that  they  life,  that  they  have 
a  bias  dn  their  minds,  you  are  to  try  which  way  that  bias  lies, 
and  accordingly  give  the  degree  of  credit  to  their  teftimony. 

Gentlemen,  Widdifon  (ays  that,  which  muft  make  you  be- 
lieve he  had  feen  through  the  veil  that  covered  thefe  proceedings; 
for  he  dates,  that  he  faw  Mr.  York^  fome  weeks  before  he  left 
Sheffield;  that  he  had  a  converfation  with  him  about  umver&l 
fuffrage,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  going  too  far,  and  laid  he 
would  have  nothing  more  to  do  with  it.  Now,  Gentlemen, 
what  could  have  made  this  alteration  or  impreffion  upon  the  mind 
of  Widdifon,  if  Widdifon  had  not  perceived,  as  the  matter  de- 
veloped itfelf,  that  things  came  out  that  he  did  not  fee  before  ; 
that  as  he  faw  further  into  the  bufinefs,  he  faw  danger  in  it,  and 
he  would  have  nothing  more  to  da  with  it  ? 

Gentlemen,  you  will  recoiled,  Widdifon  was  one  of  the 
Sheffield  committee,  and,  though  he  was  one  of  that  committee, 
yet  he  never  faw  Davifon's  letter  about  the  pikes.  Now  that  is 
an  exfremely  ftriking  circumftance,  becaufe  it  (hews,  that  thofe 
who  had  the  management  of  the  bufinefs  at  Sheffield  began  to 
find  out  that  Widdifon  did  fee  a  little  into  the  bufineJs  and 
therefore  that  important  letter  was  nor  (hewn  to  him.  And  I 
think  you  will  likewife  fee,  that  Broomhead  began  to  have  a  few 
fcruples  upon  the  bufinefs,  by  the  nature  of  his  evidence.  He 
knew  nothing  of  the  letter,  originally  direding  that  Hardy 
(hould  fend  orders  for  the  pikes  to  Broomhead,  whofe  name  is 
fcratched  out,  and  Moody's  put  in  the  room  of  it,  who  fuffered 
his  name  to  be  put  to  it  without  any  confideration  whatever  of 
the  confequences  $  and  Broomhead's  name  being  (truck  out, 
(hews  that  he  was  not  likely  to  be  led  any  longer  by  them. 

Gentletaen,  it  ftrikes  me,  and  I  think  when  I  come  to  exa- 
mine it  a  little  more,  it  will  not  be  difficult  to  difcover,  that  the 
whole  affair  of  the  pikes  at  Sheffield  was  an  impofition  on  the 
minds  of  the  people ;  for  an  alarm  was  fpread,  that  the  ariftocrats 
Were  going  to  arm  againft  them,  and  diiperfe  their  meeting ;  and 

then 


T    39*    3 

then  they  are  told  by  Mr.  Yorke,  Mr.  Gafes,  and  Mr.  Davlfon, 
(for  thole  are  the  three,  and  you  will  recoiled  that  Mr.  Gales 
has  abfconded,  and  fo  has  Mr.  Davifon,)  they  tell  them,  it  is 
lawful  to  have  arms,  and  they  are  entitled  to  it  for  their  defence 
by  the  Bill  of  Rights ;  that  this  ariftocratic  party  would  certainly 
attack  them,  and  therefore  they  ought  all  of  them  to  provide 
arms*  It  is  cjeav — it  is  impoffible'  to  attend  to  the  evidence 
without  feeing;,  that  they  were  afraid  of  feme-  attack  on  them- 
felves ;  and  that,  under  that  impreffion,  they  had  provided  thefe 
pikes.  Why,  fuch  men  as  Broomhead  and  Gales,  and  men 
of  that  defcnption,  were  eafily  brought  into  it,  though  Widdifon 
told  you  he  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  And  you  will 
likcwife?  recolleft,  that  Mr.  Broomhead  told  you,  there  were  ex- 
preflions  of  Mr.  Yorke.  that  were  improper,  becaufe  he  felt  pain 
when  they  were  ufed. 

.  Now,  Gentlemen,  thefe  men  are  men  of  that  fort  of  defcnp- 
tion, that  it  required  that  they  (hould  be  alarmed  to  a  certain 
degree,  to  induce  them  to  arm  themfelves  under  the  pretence  of 
defending  themfelves ;  but  when  they  were  once  armed,  if  they 
had  the  arms  in  their  hands,  they  might  ufe  them  as  well  offen- 
fively  as  defenfively ;  and  that  the  perfons  muft  well  know  who 
had  the  direction  of  this  bufmefs,  for  thefe  perfons  were  not  men 
of  inferior  underftandings.  Mr,  Yorke  has  been  defcribed  as  a 
perfon  of  very  fuperior  underftanding :  he  well  knew,  that  if 
thefe  perfons  apprehended  any  injury  to  themfelves,  that  the  ap- 
plication to  a  magiftrate  would  have  defended  them  from  thofe 
infults.  It  never  occurred  to  him  to  fay  to  them,  If  particular 
perfons  are  offenfive  to  you,  if  you  are  infulted,  fly  to  a  magi- 
flrate,  ftate(  it  to  him,  and  take  care  that  you  are  prote&ed — 
No ;  he  rather  chofe  to  make  ufe  of  the  terror  that  had  been 
impreffed  on  their  minds  from  what  had  paft.  I  can  eafily  con- 
ceive, that  a  violent  party,  calling  themfelves  the  Church  and 
King  Party,  may  aft  very  improper,;  but  ufe  is  made  of  this  to 
induce  theie  men  to  entertain  the  idea  of  arming  themfelves  in 
their  own  defence,  and  that  being  once*  obtained,  it  is  not  eafy 
to  conceive  to  what  an  extent  it  might  have  gone ;  fo  that  the 
plan  fettled  was,  that  they  could  have  ten  thouiand  pikes  forged 
in  Sheffield  in  one  day.  All  then  that  was  wanted  was,  to  have 
the  plan  fettled,  and  a  few  to  have  the  pikes,  that  they  might 
know  what  fort  of  things  to  order ;  and  from  the  price,  which 
was  very  cheap,  and  the  other  'little  circumftance  of  arranging 
the  length  of  the  pole ;  in  a  very  few  days,  a  pretty  large 
body  might  have  been  armed  at  Sheffield ;  and  a  body,  fo 
armed,  might  have  a&ed,  as  Mr.  Yorke  feemed  very  well  dif- 
pofed  to  do — namely,  that  rather  than  be  trampled  upon  in  the 
way  in  which  they  were  trampled  upon,  he  would  march  to 
London  at  the  head  of  them,  where  ten  thoufand  men  might, 
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with  pikes,  have  tranfa&ed  that  bufinefc  which  has  not  been  the 
moft  agreeable  to  humanity  in  Paris  and  its  neighbourhood. 

Gentlemen,  in  confequence  of  this  train  of  fraud,  deceit,  and 
1  credulity,  you  will  find  that  motions  were  made  for  the  purpofe 
of  being  negatived,  as  was  plainly  proved  on  the  tranfc&ions  of 
Sheffield  >  as  was  the  motion  for  petitioning  Parliament,  made 
for  the  fimple  and  only  purpofe  to  be  reje&ed,  and  be  the  fubje& 
of  further  procedure*  Why,  Gentlemen,  do  men  mean  to  a# 
fairly  and  honeftly  who  a&  in  that  way  ?  And  did  the  body  of* 
the  people  know. that  that  was  contrived?  The  evidence  has 
diftindtty  fhewn  to  you  that  they  did  not :  it  was  done  for  the 
purpofe  of  being  reje&ed.  Did  the  reft  of  the  country  know 
that  that  had  been  the  contrivance  when  it  was  publifhed  what 
publicly  paft  ?  Was  not  that  holding  out  to  the  world  that 
that  was  a  fair  ianafide  proceeding  ?  For,  in  faft,  no  fuch  dif- 
cuffion  ever  took  place:  it  was  determined'beforehandj  it  was 
made  for  the  purpofe  of  being  rejected — and,  being  rejected,  cer- 
tain other  proceedings  were  then  thought  of  to  follow  it.  I 
think  it  is  almoft  proved,  that  the  proceedings  of  the  fociety  at 
Sheffield  were  printed  before  they  were  actually  held,  or  at  leaft, 
according  to  the  account  that  Broomhead  gave,  as  n«ar  to  the 
time  as  poflible $  but  you  will  recolleft,  with  refpeft  to  the  pro- 
ceedings at  the  Globe  Tavern,  on  the  20th  of  January,  their 
were  printed  on  the  -l8th,  though  this  meeting  was  not  held  till 
the  20th ;  fo  you  fee  that  this  was  all  contrived  from  beginning 
to  end,  and  being  fo  contrived,  were  put  into  the  hands  of  a 
printer,  and,  but  for  the  prifoner  happening  to  come  in  the  way, 
they  would  have  been  diftributed  before  the  meeting  had  been 
held;  for  the  printer  carried  them,  and  he  was  ordered  to  take 
them  back,  except  a  few  which  were  given  to  a  few  confidential 
friends :%  you  will  alfo  recoiled,  that-  the  proceedings  at  Chalk 
Farm  appear  very  early,  though  it  does  not  really  appear  that 
they  were  printed  before  hand :  they  muft  have  been  pretty  well 
arranged  before  they  a&ually  took  place.  It  feems  to  me  there- 
fore, Gentlemen,  tnat  a  fyftem  has  been  purfued  which  abfolv^s 
a  great  majority  of  the  perfons  engaged,  although  very  blameabje 
in  many  tranfiftions  they  have  done,  yet  it  abfolves  them  from 
a  great  part  of  the  highly  criminal  charge  which  is  imputed  to 
the  prifoner  at  the  bar.  They  afted  carelefsly,  they  afted  in- 
cautioufiy,  they  gave  themfeives  up  to  leaders ;  but  they  a&ed 
without  any  very  diftin£t  views  of  what  they  were  doing ;  they 
aded  under  falfe  impreffions ;  many  of  them  adted  from  inatten- 
tion, and  voted  becaufe  they  faw  others  vote. 

One  of  the  witnefles  from  Sheffield,  I  recoiled,  examined 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  (aid,  his  object  was  to  have  things  as 
they  were  in  1688 ;  that  glorious  event,  as  he  called  it. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  let  me  call  to  your  mind  what  changes 
have  been  made  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  firice  the  yea*  xotf  8. 
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What  has  paffcd  there  except  the  triennial  bill  ?  and  the  fcptennial 
aft  has  fince  followed :— -that  is  the  only  alteration,  except  the 
removal  of  certain  perfons  from  offices  under  government,  and 
excluding  from  the  right  of  voting  men  under  the  influence  of 
the  Crown;  fo  that  the  alteration  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  fince 
1688  has  been  rather  more  advantageous  than  it  was  to  the 
people,  and  lefs  advantageous  to  the  Crown,  rather  than  making 
it  lefs  advantageous  to  the  people ;  and  therefore  a  man  who  had 
been  taught  to  believe  that  having  the  Houfe  of  Commons  re- 
{tared  as  at  the  glorious  Revolution  of  1688,  was  impofedupon. 
It  was  impoffible  that  a  thing  could  have  been  ftated  fo  as  to 
make  them  fairly  comprehend :  he  was  a  man  led  into  that  idea, 
the  confequences  of  which  he  could  „not  fairly  comprehend. 
And,  Gentlemen,   I  think,  if  you  look  into  the  proceedings, 
that  this  was  not  the  only  man  deceived  upon  this  fubjed;  I 
think  I  remember  another  man,  who  faid  he  was  for  reftoring 
the  constitution  as  in  1688. 

Gentlemen,  the  great  majority  are  thus  abfolved  from  the 
'high  guilt  imputable  to  the  few,  who  are  involved  in  a  guilt  of  a 
more  heinous  nature,  of  a  deeper  die ;  not  only  a  guilt  which 
arifes  from  the  ads  they  had  committed,,  but  from  the  guilt  of 
having  conducted  others  to  be  participators  in  thofe  acts,  who 
did  not  know  what  they  were  about,  or  who  were  actually  unif- 
ied, deceived,  and  impofed  upon  by  thofe  who  thus  milled 
them- 

Genthemen,  among  thefe  few,  the  evidence  has  certainlr 
deeply  implicated  and  been  brought  home  to  the  prifoner  at  the 
bar,  and  he  cannot  excufe  himfelf  as  Broomhead,  Carnage,  Wil- 
liams, Dowling,  Hunter,  and  others  have  done :  he  cannot  £v, 
he  was  little  acquainted  with  the  proceedings  of  the  fociety, 
that  he  took  no  part  in  them,  or  that  he  voted  refolutions  that  he 
never  heard  j  he  cannot  fay,  that  he  never  heard  of  the  com- 
mittee of  correfpondence,  the  fecret  committee,  the  committee 
whofe  very  name,  I  mean  the  name  of  the  fecret  committee, 
fhews  that  danger  was  underftood  to  be  in  their  meafures ;  and 
when  it  is  considered,  that  even  the  names  of  thefe  committee- 
men were  finally  unknown  to  the  members  of  this  fociety,  with 
this  refolution — that  the  exifting  committee  (hould  be  diilolvd, 
and  they  fhould  choofe  another  without  naming  their  fucceflbrs. 
In  confequence  of  that,  a  body  was  created,  iuch  as  I  believe 
never  was  fuffered  to  exift  in  any  conftituted  ftate ;  for  when 
this  bufinefs  firft  came  within  my  notice,  I  looked  into  the  his- 
tory of  governments,  of  which  the  republic  of  Venice  is  the 
mod  extraordinary,  and  they  have  no  profeffion  among  them  fo 
tyrannical  in  its  nature  as  this  committee  of  feCrefy,  the  very 
names  of  which  were  unknown,  that  tends  to  the  danger  of  the 
fteps  taken  by  this  fociety,  coniidering  it  as  a  ftate  within  itfelf, 
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within  a  great  ftate  is  always  a  dangerous  thing;  fo  considering- 
this  London  Correfponding  Society,  which  is  a  little  ftate  within 
itfelf — th is  London  Correfponding  Society. was  given  up  to  the 
moft  defpotic  dominion  that  ever  exifted  over  men:  that  ex- 
tended over  their  minds  to  a  degree  beyond  all  example,  beyond 
every  thing  that  was  ever  heard  of ;  for  they  were  led  to  what- 
ever meafures  thofe  fecret  committee-men,  whofe  names  they 
did  not  know,  might  think  proper  to  adopt,  and  that  on  the 
grounds  on  which  the  reft  of  the  fociety  had  no  opportunity  of 
obferving. 

Gentlemen,  the  very  exiftence  of  that  committee  was  not 
only  in  itfelf  dangerous  to  blind  their  followers,  and  to  draw 
them  to  the  brink  of  every  thing  that  is  terrible  before  they, 
knew  where  they  were;  but  it  (hews  that  the  difpofitions  and 
intentions  of  thofe  who  framed  it— that  they  were  dangerous 
beyond  the  poflibility  of  doubt ;  for  how  could  it  enter  into  the 
heart  of  man  to  conceive,  that  if  thefe  tranfa&ions  were  to  be 
fuch  as  they  pretended  them  to  be,  fair  and  open,  and  honeft, 
to  remove  what  they  confidered  to  be  an  abufe,  how  could  they 
conceive,  that  for  that  purpofe  it  was  neceffary  to  frame  fuch  an 
inftitution  as  that  which  I  have  ftated  to  you  ?  Such  a  pro-, 
ceeding  needs  no  fecrefy;  it  might  be  fairly  and  openly  avowed, 
as  it  has  been  formerly  fairly  and  openly  avowed ;  for  in  this 
country  fpeculative  opinions  upon  government,  or  any  other 
fubje&,  if  they  don't  immediately  tend  (by  the  proceedings 
taken  upon  them,  the  manner  in  which  they  are  circulated,  or 
other  circumftances,)  to  difturb  the  quiet  of  the  ftate,  remain 
untouched ;  if  they  do  tend  to  difturb  the  quiet  of  the  ftate,  un- 
queftionably  they  are  undoubtedly  an  obje&  of  animadverfion, 
for  no  ftate  can  exift  if  perpetual  means  are  to  be  taken  to  dif- 
turb the  opinions  oV  the  public  refpe&ing  the  government  of 
that  ftate;  for  upon  what  refts  the  authority  of  ail  governments? 
Government  can  only  be  adminiftered  by  a  few  in  proportion  to 
the  whole  body.  Nothing  can  induce  to  obedience  by  the  many 
but  an  opinion  that  fome  way  or  other  their  good  is  beft  con- 
sulted by  that  obedience.  Habits  of  obedience,  habits  of  fub- 
million  to  particular  laws,  induce  fubmiffion  to  the  government 
which  we  are  ufed  to,  as  we  are  to  the  government  which  the 
conftitution  of  this  country  has  provided.  That  habit  of  fub- 
siilfion  induces  the  inhabitants  of  the  country  to  fubmit  to 
trifling  inconveniences  rather  than  endanger  their  own  particular 
happinefs,  by  driving  to  remedy  them ;  but  if  a  fociety  is  to  be 
formed  with  fuch  a  fecret  committee,  and  in  fuch  circumftances  , 
as  I  have  ftated,  it  appears  to  me  that  no  ftate  can  be  fafe  in 
the  public  opinion,  however  that  government  may  be  originally 
formed,  or  however  wifely  adminiftered :  any  government  may 
he  at  once  deftroyed  by  fuch  a  fyftem.  And  you  will  recolledt, 
Gentlemen,  that  even  in  the  French  Revolution,  of  which  we 
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ftttfe  heard  fo  much,  when  the  conftitution  was  formed  by  that 
National  Aflembly  of  France  which  exifted  at  the  dofe  of  the 
yeat  JjQtj  that  aflembly  dad  not  conceive  it  poffiblefor  a  ftate 
tb  exrft  unlefs  feme  reftraints  were  impofed  upon  opinions,  when, 
in  their  circulation,  they  aimed  at  the  deftru&ion  of  the  ftate, 
and  that  alfo  of  all  f6ciety ;  and  one  of  the  legacies  which  they  left 
tb  their  country,  which  my  learned  friend  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral ftated  to  youj  though  i(  unfortunately  was  never  executed, 
tended  to  prevent  that  fort  of  operation  of  clubs  by  aflbciation,  | 
affiliation,  and  delegation,  which  has  ever  fince  that  time  con- 
tributed to  difturb  that  country. 

Gentlemen,  you  will  find  that  in  this  plan,  which  t  cannot 
avoid  calling  a  plan  of  art,  diffipation,  delufion,  and  mifchief,  or 
whatever  higher^name  may  be  given  to  it,  the  pfifoner  at  the  bar 
imur  necefTarily  b£  privy ;  for  He  was  the  perfon  to  whom,  in 
chara&er  of  feCretary,  all  the  papers  to  the  fociety  were  to  be 
addrefled  j  and  he  was  the  perfon  whbfe  fignature  was  to  be  af- 
fixed to  all  fuch  papers.  And  I  will  call  your  attention  to  what 
that  laft  witnefe  who  was  called,  Mr.  Francis,  a  man  of  educa- 
tion, faid.  Mr.  Francis  confidered  the  prifoner  as  a  man  of  very 
food  fenfe.  You  will  recolleft,  he  made  ufe  of  that  expreffion. 
\>u  will  likewife  rec6lle£t,  that  the  clergyman  whom  he  at- 
tended defcribed  Rim  in  the  fame  way,  as  a  very  fenfible  man. 
And  it  is  impoffible,  if  you  attend  to  the  circumftances,  that  you 
can  look  upon  him  to  be  a  man  deluded.  You  will  find,  Gen- 
tlemen, that  not  only  Mr.  Hardy  was  privy  to  the  eftablifhment 
of  this  committee,  and  the  manner  in  whkh  it  proceeded,  by 
producing  to  the  fociety,  and  to  the  committee  of  delegates, 
after  that  the  fociety  was  numerous,  lejters  or  parts  of  letters, 
or  keeping  back  letters  or  parts  of  letters,  as  they  thought  pro- 
per to  do,  fo  that  the  whole  biifihefs  of  the  fociety  was  in  the 
hands  of  this  fniall  Committee  of  five  perfons  only — but  he  ha-l 
alfo  hi§  private  correfpondenCe  and  communications,  probably 
unknown  even  to  the  fecret  committee  itfelf.  In  the  very  outfet 
of  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  in  the  formation  of  its 
Conffitution,  you  will  recollect,  and  particularly  in  the  progreis 
of  it,  a  very  myftefious  correfpondence  between  Mr.  Hardy, 
Mr.  Vaughan,  and  Mr.  Home  Tooke — You  will  recoiled  the 
divers  corrections  that  took  place  in  a  written  paper,  in  the 
hand-writing  of  Mr.  Home  Tooke  j  fo  that  Mr.  Home  Tooke, 
not  being  a  member  of  the  London  Correfpohding  Society,  and 
Mr.  Hardy,  ailed  in  communication  with  each  other  probably, 
and  for  any  thing  that  appears,  Without  any  communication  what- 
ever With  flie  reft  of  the  fociety.  His  connexion  with  Mr. 
Margarot  and  Mr.  Skirvihg  is  alfo  myfteriouS  i  and  it  is  per- 
fectly plain,  he  did  not  communicate  to  the  delegates  all  that 
pafled  between  him  and  Margarot  and  Skirving:  You  will  re- 
colled,  Gentlemen,  that  the  fi.lt  plan  of  fcwtog  delegates  to 
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the  Britifh  Convention  at  Edinburgh,  originated  in  a  coircC 
pondence  .between  the  prifoner  and  Skirving,  which  was  ex- 
prefsly  communicated  only  to  Margarot,  which  appears  from 
Mr.  Hardv*s  own  letter — It  appears  alfo  by  Mr.  Hardy's  letter, 
that  Mr;  bkirving,  on  the  5th  of  Oftober,  1793,  that  Skirving 
had  written  to  Mr.  Hardy  privately  about  fending  thefe  dele- 
gates, that  Mr.  Hardy  had  Communicated  it  to  Mr.  Margarot, 
Who  wifhed"  him  to  c<  communicate  it  officially  to  the  fociety 
without  any  Way  mentioning  that  you  have  written  to  me  pri- 
vately." Here  was  a  contrivance  .to  fend  from  this  country  de- 
legates to  that  Convention  to  be  aflembled  at  Edinburgh ;  and 
by  whom  is  the  contrivance  ?  I  do  not  mean  to  fay  that  the 
perfons  that  I  am  going  to  mention -are  all  that  were  concerned 
in  it ;  but  thefe  are  all  the  perfons  whofe  names  appear — Mr* 
-Skirving,  Mr.  Har&y,  and  Mr.  Margarot.  No  other  perfons 
at  all  were  privy  to  tne  original  idea ;  but  on  the  5th  of  October 
*793>  Mr.  Hardy  writes  to  Mr.  Skirving,  and  from  that  letter 
it  appears,  that  there  had  been  a  private  correfpondence  between 
him  and  Mr.  Skirving  upon  that  fubjeft ;  that  this  had  been 
communicated  only  to  Mr.  Margarot,  and  then  they  confult  on 
this  together,  arid  they  deem  that  it  would  be  proper  that  an 
official  letter  might  be  written  to  Mr.  Hardy,  which  he  mould 
fhew  to  the  fociety «.  but  if  in  that  letter  Mr.  Skirving  had  Hated 
any  thing  of  the  correfpondence  between  Mr.  Hardy  and  him- 
felf,  the  committee  would  have  laid,  What  is  {his  private  cor- 
refpondence, we  have  heard  nothing  of  it  before  •  therefore  he 
writes  to  him— fay  not  that  you  have  written  to  me  privately* 
Is  it  not  plain  that  all  this  was  a  tranfadtion  between  the  pri- 
foner, Mr.  Skirving,  and  Mr.  Margarot,  to  Ond  delegates  to 
this  Convention  ?  Mr.  Skirving  fends  up  a  letter  in  a  great 
hurry,  faying,  that  there  was  no  time  to  be  loft,  and  Mr.  Hardy 
communicates  it  to  the  Constitutional  Society :  it  is  to  be  done 
in  a  great  hurry*  delegates  are  chofen,  and  fent  down  to 
Edinburgh. 

Gentlemen,  probably  this  was  a  fudden  thought,  and  when  I 
come  to  investigate  the  tranfadtions  more  particularly,  you  will 
be  of  opinion  that  it  was  fo  *  but  it  demonstrates  this,  that  the 
prifoner  was  privy  to  all  the  tranfe&ions,  and  particularly  impli- 
cated in  this  part. 

Gentlemen,  if  you  advert  to  the  correfpondence  which  took 
place  after  Mr-  Margarot  and  Mr.  Gerard  went  down,  you  will 
fee  that  the  correfpondence  between  them  became  partly  private, 
and  partly  public,  of  an  official  nature.  There  is  one  of  the 
letters  of  March,  *793>  (ays,  c*  Yoii  may  confider  this  as  a  pri- 
vate  letter,  but  yqu  may  read  fuCh  parts  of  it  as  you  may  trunk 
proper  to  any  member  of  the  fociety,  efpecially  where  it  may  be 
produ&pre  of  good."  This  is  a  letter  which  (hews  that  Mr. 
*Vhrgarot  had  a  perfect  confidence  in  the  prifoner  3  that  he.  left  it 
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to  his  discretion  to  produce  to  the  reft  of>  the  fociety  fuch 
forts  of  this   letter  as  he  fhould  think  proper  to  conununi- 


There  are  feveral  other  letters  with  which  I  will  not  trouble 
you  now ;  in  which  it  appears,  this  fort  of  fecret  communication 
was  kept  up:  and  on  the  17th  of  April,  179+,  there  is  one  in 
which  Mr.  Margarot  exprefely  telK  Mr.  Hardy,  tt  Shew  this  to 
nobody/9  Under  all  thefe  circumftances,  it  feems  to  me,  that  it 
w  impoflible  that  the  prifoner  Hardy  fhould  be  ranked  either 
among  the  inattentive  or  among  the  ignorant — he  cannot  be 
ranked  among  this  number,'  he  led  the  fociety,  and  was  the  moil 
a£Kve  member  there. 

Gentlemen,  confidering  him  in  this  light,  and  conceiving, 
therefore,  that  the  evidence  prefles  as  ftrongly  againft  him  as  any 
other  man,  I  ftall  endeavour  to  inveftigate,  firft  of  all,  the  law, 
and  then  confider  how  the  law  applies  to  fads. 

Gentlemen,  the  indi&ment  (and  I  fhall  go  pretty  much  at 
large  upon  this  fubjeft,  in  confequence  of  the  learned  Gentleman 
who  led  the  defence  for  the  prifoner,  and  the  Gentleman  who 
followed  him  likewife,  having  prefled  very  much  upon  it— the 
sndiftment)  is  framed  upon  the  ftatute  of  the  25th  of  Edw*  IIL 
upon,  which  you  have  heard  a  great  deal.  The  prifoner  is  charged 
with  high  treafon,  in  comparing  the  death  of  the  King;  and  you 
have  been  told,  that  the  law  makes  the  mere  compafling,  fol- 
lowed by  any  thing  done  in  purfuance  of  that  intent,  amount  to 
the  crime  of  high  treafon  >  and  therefore  the  indiflment  ftates 
Tarious  afts  to  have  been  done  by  the  prifoner,  in  purfuance  of 
the  alledged  intent.  The  firft  of  thefe  is  a  conspiracy  to  procure 
a  Convention  to  be  affembled  to  fubvert  the  conftitution  and  de* 
pofe  the  King,  with  all  the  confequences  that  hare  been  ftated. 
Evidence  has  been  given  of  various  letters  which  I  have  to  con- 
tend prove  this  fact,  and  evidence  of  the  feveral  fads  which  are 
charged  in  the  indidtment  as  overt  afts — fuch  as  compofing 
and  publifhing  bpoks  and  various  papers  by  way  of  incitement 
to  fena  delegates  to  fuch  a  Convention,  and  confulting  and  agree- 
ing to  form  a  committee  for  the  purpofe  of  calling  the  Conven- 
tion.— There  is  another,  the  procuring  of  arms,  with  intention 
of  oppofing  the  King  in  the  execution  of  his  office.— There  is 
another  charge,  a  confpiracy  to  levy  war.-~Another  charge  fs>  a 
confpiracy  to  overturn  the  government,  and  depofe  the  King : 
and  many  others  of  the  fame  nature,  intended  to  meet  every 
poflible  cafe  that  might  arife  out  of  the  evidence  that  is  laid 
before  you.  And  it  is  for  you  to  judge  from  the  evidence, 
whether  there  is  fairly  to  be  collected  that  the  prifoner  at  the 
bar,  arid  other  perfons,  had  formed  any  defign  which  has  ren- 
dered their  minds  guilty  to  bring  them  within  the  treafon  law, 
and  that  he  had  man i felted  it  fo  as  to  bring  him  within  the  pe- 
nalty of  that  ftatute  j  and  whether  the  fafts  have  been  proved  as 
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the  law  required;  "and  whether  you  give  credit  to  the  evie 
dence. 

WitKrefpeft  to  the  formality  of  the  evidence,  as  no  objection 
has  been  taken  to  it,  I  Shall  not  trouble  you  to  enter  in  detail  up- 
on that  fubjeft,  which  otherwife  it  might  have  been  proper  for 
me  to  do.  And,  Iconceive,  that  the  only  fubjeft  with  refpeft 
to  the  fa&  upon  which  you  can  have  any  doubt,  is,  how  far  you 
are  to  give  credit  to  the  evidence,  and  how  far  that  evidence,  tf 
credited,  gives  fufficient  proof  of  the  charge  which  is  contained 
in  the  indidment. 

Gentlemen,  with  refpeft  to  the  queiUon  of  law  ift  the  con- 
ftruftion  of  this  Statute  of  the  25th  of  Edward  III.  I  venture  to 
lay  it  down  to  you,  as  clear  law,  that  forming  a  defign  to  take 
any  meafures,  in  purfuing  which  the  King's  life  may  be  in  dan- 
ger, and  taking  any  fteps  towards  that  defign,  brings  the  man 
who  forms  that  deugn,  and  takes  thofe  fteps,  within  the  ftatute; 
and  it  is  perfedly  immaterial  whether  the  ends  propofed  and  mea- 
fures fo  taken  were  or  not  equal  to  the  purpofe :  it  is  fufficient 
if  the  intent  is  conceived  and  fteps  taken  in  purfuance  of  that 
intent. 

Gentlemen,  before  the  ftatute  of  the  25th  of  Edward  IIL  as 
has  been  repeatedly  ftatcd  to  you,  there  was  confiderable  uncer- 
tainty in  the  law  of  treafon ;  many  a£ls  were  deemed  treafon, 
which  were  certainly  merely  contempt  of  the  King's  authority  ; 
and,  in  confluence  of  that,  the  legiflature  of  the  25th  of  Ed- 
ward IIL  were  called  upon  to  define  treafons. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  in  doing  thfe,  the  legiflature  muft  be  cqn- 
fidered,  if  we  confider  the  perfons  who  made  that  law,  to  have 
had  that  fenfe  and  discretion  which  ordinarily  belongs  to  men  in 
that  fituation ;  and  they  have  generally  been  confidered  as  men 
poffefkd  of  abundant  discretion.  Indeed  it  is  a  general  obferva- 
tion  upon  the  particular  tranfadtions  of  the  reign  of  Edward, 
with  refpe&  to  the  law  proceedings,  that*  they  were  clear,  plain, 
unembarrafied,  and  evidently  the  work  of  very  fuperior  men: 
and  it  muft  neceflarily  have  occurred  to  them,  that  it  was  proper 
for  the  legiflature  to  confider,  when  they  were  making  a  law  of 
treafon,  what  was  the  neceffity  of  providing  law  of  treafons,  as 
a  diftin&  code.  The  necefltty  for  that  is  clear  and  plain.  An 
aflbciation  of  power,  which  forms  a>  ftate,  muft  have  fome  forms 
of  aflbciation,  fome  forms  of  government,  by  which  the  whole 
body  muft  be  Submitted  to  fome  power.  That  power  is  differ- 
ently conftituted  in  different  governments:  but  in  every  govern- 
ment it  muft  of  nec^ificy  be  fovereign,  whatever  that  power  is— 
it  muft  -alt  for  the  whole  body — it  muft  reprefent  the  whole 
body ;  and  the  act  of  that  fovereign  power  muft,  in  the  govern- 
ment of  that  ftate,  be  taken  to  be  the  will  of  the  whole. 

Gentlemen,  a  ftate  cannot  exjft  without- a  fovereign  power. 
It  is  the  great  bond  which  binds  the  whole,  and  makes  it  really  a 
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.ftate.    Becaufc,  without  fuch  a  power  tp  contrail  as  well  **  <JU 
reft  the  anions  of  all  the  individuals  in  the  ftate,  they  never  could 
:a&  as  one  body,  in  giving  to  the  whole  body  the  unity  that  be- 
longs tp  one  perfon. 
'  Gentlemen,  the  eonfequenee  of  that  is,  that  any  attempt  Id 
deftroy  the  conftitution  ot  the  power  fo  once  conuituted,  is  an 
attempt  to  deftroy  the  very  terms  of  the  allocation  on  which  the 
ftate  is  formed,  and,  confequently,  to  fubvert  the  ftate  itfelf.    For 
.It  is  an  eiTential  part  of  the  agreement  or  compact,  uoon  which 
the  people  are  united  together  in  one  aflociatlon,  eacn  with  the 
.other;  and  each  individual,  and  all  the  individuals,  with  the 
whole  and  with  every  part. 

Gentlemen,  any  perfon,  therefore,  who  is  fubjeA  to  the  fo- 
vereign power  of  a  ftate/  fo  conftituted,  it  is  his  duty  to  the 
utrooft,  as  much  as  lies  in  his  power,  to  fupport  that  power 
as  the  neceflary  bond  of  the  whole  ftate ;  and  his  adipg  con- 
-trary  to  that  duty,  is  a  treachery  to  the  ftate  itfelf,  which  is,  I 
think,  the  real  derivation  of  the  word  treafon* 

Gentlemen,  the  true  foundation)  therefore,  of  the  law  of 
treafon,  as  a  diftinS  code,  is  the  neceflity  of  providing  for  the 
fafety  of  the  ftate  itfelf,  in  the  conftitution  of  its  fovereign 
power.  It  has  become,  therefore,  neceflary  in  all  countries,  to 
make  a  diftin&ion  between  thofe  acts  which  put  in  hazard  the 
;  fovereign  power  of  the  ftate,  and  thofe  which,  though  contrary 
to  the  provifions  of  the  law,  are  merely  contempt  of  the  Sovereign, 
to  whom  the  framing  and  execution  of  the  law  is  trufted,  and 
.which  do  not  immediately  put  in  hazard  the  fovereign  power  it- 
felf; or  if  they  do  in  fome  degree  affedt  the  fafety  of  the  ftate,  are 
not  fo  dangerous  as  to  render  neceflary  the  extreme  coertion  of  the 
law  of  treafon;  as  in  the  cafe  of  libels  and  other  things,  which 
were  never  in  any  country  considered  as  of  that  defcription  Hand- 
ing alone.  When,  therefore,  the  legiflature  in  the  25th  of  Ed- 
ward III.  were  called  upon  to  define  the  law  of  treafon,  it  was 
•neceflary  to  confider  what  was  that  treachery  to  the  ftate  which 
fhould  be  fixed  by  the  law  is  the  crime  of  high  treafon ;  for  you 
will  recollect,  the  crime  of  treafon  was  a  crime  known  to  the 
law  previous  to  the  25th  of  Edward  III.  and  its  pun\fhments 
defined.  The  defeft  in  the  law  was  this : — the  crime  itfelf  was 
not  fo  clearly  defined  as  the  fafety  of  the  fubjeft  required,  and 
therefore  the  law  was  made  for  the  fafety  of  the  fubjed;  and 
.that  as  to  thofe  afts,  which  were  not  of  fo  great  a  degree  of 
danger  to  the  ftate,  the  punifhments  fhould  not  be  fo  fevere. 

Gentlemen,  in  the  execution  of  the  duty  which  the  legifla- 
ture were  called  upon  to  execute,  they  declare,  that  the  pains 
and  penalties  of  high  treafon  fhould  attach  upon  thofe  found 
guilty  of  adhering  to  the  King's  enemies,  counterfeiting  the 
great  feal,  killing  the  Chancellors  and  certain  other  officers  in 
their  places,  and  doing  their  offices ;  and  at  the  head  of  this 
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definition  Is  comparing  and  imagining  the  death  of  the  King, 
fuch  imagination  or  purpofe  of  the  mind  being  marrifefted  by 
feme  overt  aft. — That  is  the  language  held  in  our  law. 
.  Gentlemen,  upon  the  conftruftion  of  this  law,'  I  muft  con- 
fefs,  that  hitherto  no  fort  of  doubt  had  occurred  to  my  mind. 
It  has  been  attempted  by  the  Counfel  for  the  prifoner  to  raife  a 
doubt  about  it,  and  particularly  by  the  learned  Gentleman  who 
was  leading  Counfel  for  the  prifoner.  It  feemed  to  me,  and, 
notwithstanding  the  explanation  he  thought  proper  to  give,  it 
ftill  feems  to  me,  that  in  fo  doing  he  contradicted  that  afTertion 
which  I  conceive  he  made  in  the  character  of  advocate  in  Lord 
George  Gordon's  cafe,  as  found  in  the  printed  copy  of  that 
trial — That  the  plain  unextended  letter  of  this  aft  w*  thought 
to  be  a  fufficient  protection  to  the  perfon  and  honour  of  the  So- 
vereign, and  an  adequate  protection  to  the  laws  committed  to  his 
care ;  not  only  to  the  fecurity  of  the  King's  natural  perfon,  but  to 
the  (lability  of  the  government,  at  the  head  of  which  he  is  placed. 
And  there^  I  make  ufe  of  the  learned  Gentleman's  own  words  ; 
and  I  am  perfeftly  fure,  when  I  do  make  ufe  of  his  words,  I 
cannot  make  ufe  of  better.  What  does  this  mean  ?  Can  it 
mean  any  thing  but  this: — that  a  confpiracy  againft  the  life  of 
the  Prince,  is  a  confpiracy  againft  the  conftitution  of  the  ftate ; 
and  a  confpiracy  againft  the  conftitution  of  the  ftate  is  a  confpi- 
racy againft  the  life  of  the  Prince ;  becaufe  the  life  of  the  Prince 
is  fo  interwoven  with  the  .ftate,  that  a  confpiracy  againft  tha 
conftitution  is  a  confpiracy  againft  the  life  of  the  Prince ;  that 
one  put  in  danger  the  other  muft  be  alfo  in  danger :  but  the 
fecurity  of  the  ftate  is  the  principal  objeft. 

Gentlemen,  it  is  not  with  a  view  to  any  particular  perfon  of 
that  title,  although,  certainly,  he  ought  to  be  treated  with  great 
reverence  and  refpeft,  whofoever  may  be  upon  the  throne  of 
the  country ;  but  it  is  becaufe  he  is  King*  But,  Gentlemen, 
can  it  be  uippofed,  that  when  the  legiflature  was  making  a  law 
upon  this  fubjeft,  for  the  exprefs  purpofe  of  defining  thofe  crimes 
which  fhould  be  deemed  treafon,  they  mould  have  overlooked 
that  fort  of  provifion  that  was  neceffary  for  the  prefcrvation  of 
the  ftate  itfelf,  and  that  it  mould  fo  have  remained  till  this  day, 
and  that  it  fhould  be  neceffary  at  this  day,  in  the  language  of 
niy  learned  friend,  to  refort  to  Parliament  for  an  aft  to  be  made 
upon  the  fubjeft. 

Gentlemen,  if  there  had  really  exifted  this  defeft  in  the  law, 
from  the  23th  of  Edward  III.  till  this  time,  it  is  wonderful  that, 
before  now,  that  defeft  fhould  not  have  been  fupplied ;  but  it  is 
clear  and  plain  that  it  never  has  yet  been  underttood  that  there 
did  exift  a  defeft.  It  has  always  been  underftood  that  jt  did 
fufficientlv  proteft  the  ftate  in  all  times,  and  all  ages*  and  there*, 
fore  the  legiflature  never  thought  of  making  any  further  pro- 
vifion on  the  fubjeft. 

Voi.  II.  3  F  Gentlemen, 
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Gentlemen,  when  it  is  confidered  what  is  the  nature  of  the 

{government  in  this  country,  there  cannot  be  a  doubt  upon  the 
ubject,  for,  in  truth,   the  perfon  of  the  King  in  name  is  the 
.  ftate  itfelf,  for  all  the  powers  of  the  ftate,   the  legifiative  and 
executive,  are  nominally  in  him ;  not  really,  becaufe  the  King 
makes  no  laws,  but  by  the  advice  and  with  the  aflent  of  tbc 
Lords  and  Commons  in  Parliament :  he  can  execute  no  laws  but 
by  his  judges  and  other  minifters  of  juftice,  according  to  a  formed 
and  regular  eftablifliment :  he  really  does  nothing,  and  yet  no. 
minally  does  every  thing.     The  confluence  of  that  is,  that  he 
is  to  all  intents  ana  purpofes  the  fole  reprcfentative  of  the  people, 
and  in  his  name  every  aft  is  done;  then. fore,  when  the  fecurity 
of  his  perfon  was  provided  for,  and  the  principle  eftablifhed  that 
his  perfon  was  fo  interwoven  with  the  ftate  itfelf,  that  they  could 
not  be  feparated,  it  neceflarily  follows,  that  the  fecurity  of  the 
conftitution  of  the  ftate  was  provided  for  in  the  protection  of 
his  perfon,  and  the  ftate  could  not  be  attacked  without  an  attack 
upon  the  perfon  of  the  King.      Gentlemen,    it  is   impoflible, 
therefore,  as  it  feems  to  me,  to  doubt  this  doctrine,  that  any  at- 
tempt to  fubvert  the  conftitution,  or  the  fovereign  power  of  the 
King,  in  this  country,  is  an  attempt  to  depofe  the  King  from 
that  character  which  he  holds  in  the  conftitution  or  the  fovereign 
power,  as  by  law  eftabliflied ;  and  it  has  been  conftantly  held, 
fince  the  paffing  of  the  ftarute  of  Edward  III.  that  every  attempt 
againft  the  King,  is  a  depofing  him ;  and  compafling  the  death 
of  the  King  has  been  held  as  taking  from  him  his  fovereignty, 
whether  it  is  to  put  another  in  his  place,  or  the  deftroying  of 
the  monarchy  itfelf,  or  merely  taking  away  the  monarchy  for  a 
time ;  confequently  the  confpiracy  to  make  fuch  an  attempt  has 
always  been  held  to  be  treafon. — Gentlemen,  I  cannot  doubt  oi 
thefe  principles  j  and  if  it  lbould  be  necefl'ary,  my  Lord  and  all 
the  Judges  upon  the  Bench  will  confirm  what  I  fay.     I  confi;* 
I  ihould  be  aftonifhed  to  hear  them  doubted,  if,  in  the  prefent 
age,  I  could  be  aftoniflied  at  any  thing  ;  but  it  is  the  temper  of 
the  times  to  hold  out  that  every  thing  that  has  been  revered  tuf 
ages,  is  no  longer  fo,  and  that,  upon  every  new  fubject,  new 
lights  are  to  break  in  upon  us,  and  that  man  is  to  become  a  new 
creature,   no  longer  to  be  governed   by  the  wifdom  of  former 
times,  but  to  be  governed  entirely  by  the  wifdom  of  his  own 
conceit. 

Gentlemen,  when  my  learned  friend  argued  this  point,  he  ap- 
peared to  me  to  be  ftruggling  with  authorities  he  did  not  know 
how  to  manage,  and  profdling  to  be  bound  by  thefe  authorities: 
he  pretty* broadly  intimated  an  inclination  to  put  them  all  afide; 
you  muft  recollect,  however,  that  he  does  this  not  fimply  in 
-contradiction  to  the  decifion  of  Couits  of  Juilice,  but  in  con- 
tradiction to  the  decifion  of  Parliament  itfelf,  and  to  the  decifion 
of  Parliament  as  fitting  in  its  judicial  capacity  upon,  impeach- 
ments. 
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ments.  The  ground  upon  which  my  learned  friend  has  attempted 
to  put  this  is,  on  the  intent,  being  the  gift  of  the  crime,  and  that 
when  a  man  does  an  aft  in  fulfilment  of  an  intention,  he  muft 
firft  have  conceived  that  intention. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  if  by  that  it  is  meant  that  he  muft  have 
formed  the  diftinft  and  clear  purpofe  to  do  the  particular  aft, 
nothing  p*>ffibly  can  be  more  miferably  miftaken,  and  not  only 
in  the  cafe  of  high  treafon,  but  in  every  other  cafe  whatever. 
If  a  maa  (hoots  at  A,  with  an  intent  to  kill  him,  and  kills  B, 
he  has  no  intention  to  kill  B,  yet  he  is  guilty  of  malice  afore- 
thought as  againft  B  ;  or  if  he  lays  poifon  for  A,  and  B  takes 
it,  and  fo  on,  it  is  perfectly  plain,  that  on  diftinft,  clear  thought, 
the  aft  would  have  in  its  end  all  the  confequences  attached  to  it, 
and  in  that  it  has  fufficient  to  conftitute  his  guilt. 

Gentlemen,  in  commenting  upon  the  ftatute  of  the  25  Edward, 
my  learned  friend  cited  Lord  Hale,  and  particularly  in  feveral 
paflages,  which  I  fhall  ftate  to  you.  In  page  80,  of  Hale's  Pleas 
of  the  Crown,  the  firft  that  he  cited,  he  fays,  "  Accroaching  of 
Royal  power  was  a  ufual  charge  of  high  treafon  anciently,  though 
a  very  uncertain  one,  that  no  man  could  well  tell  what  it  was, 
nor  what  defence  to  make  to  it"  And  in  page  82,  he  fays, 
"  That  before  the  ftatute  25  Edward  III,  every  offence  that  was, 
or  feemed  to  be  a  breach  of  the  faith  and  allegiance  due  to  the 
King,  was  by  conftruftion  and  confequence  and  interpretation, 
raifed  into  the  offence  of  high  treafon." 

Now,  for  what  purpofe  thefe  paflages  were  cited  by  my  learned 
friend,  I  am  at  a  lofs  to  guefs;  theyfeem  to  metofhew,  as  clearly 
a$  poifible,  and  I  think  they  were  confidered  by  my  Lord  Hale 
what  was  the  true  intent  of  that  ftatute  of  the  25  of  Edward  III* 
and  that  is,  that  fuch  afts  as  do  not  tend  in  their  confequence  to 
endanger  the  life  of  the  King,  although  they  might  be  deemed 
in  fome  degree  as  accroaching  of  royal  power,  and  almoft  every 
offence  that  feemed  to  be  a  breach  of  the  faith  and  allegiance  due 
tQ  the  King,  are  not  high  treafon,  and  which  are  the  two  articles 
which  my  Lord  Hale  fays,  were  before  that  ftatute  raifed  into 
treafon ;  the  objeft  of  the  ftatute  then  is,  that  fuch  afts  fhould 
not  be  deemed  high  treafon,  except — for  the  ftatute  does  make 
exceptions — for  it  does  make  fjoie  afts  which  do  not  imme- 
diately endanger  the  life  of  the  King,  but  accroaching  of  royal 
power,  high  treafon. 

What  are  thofe  afts  ?  One  is  levying  war  within  the  realm. 
Now  levying  war  within,  the  realm,  by  way  of  refitting  the 
Ring's  authority,  in  circumftances  which  had  no  relation  what- 
cycrto  the  deftruftion  of  the  gpvemment,  but  merely  in  oppofi- 
tioji  to  his  authority  in  that  particular  irjttance.  Another  aft  is 
adhering  to  the  King's  enemies,  which  may  not  have  the  mod 
diftant  intention  to  touch  the  perfon  of  the  King,  yet  that  is 
high  treafon :  with  refpeft  to  the  other  three  articles,  it  is  per? 
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faftly  clear  thefe  cannot  be  confidered  as  an  intention  to  depofe 
the  King,  or  endanger  his  life ;  thefe  feem  to  be  nothing  more 
than  encroachment  of  royal  authority,  as  counterfeiting  the  great 
feal,  counterfeiting  the  coin  of  the  realm,  and  killing  the  Chan* 
eel  lor  or  Judges  in  their  places  doing  their  offices :  all  thefe  afts 
might  feem  to  be  a  breach  of  faith  and  allegiance  to  the  King, 
as  counterfeiting  the  great  feal  might  be  called  accroaching  to 
royal  power ;  but  they  could  not,  in  any  degree  whatever,  affect 
the  perfon  of  the  King ;  and  thefe  three  teft  could  net  in  any 
degree  put  the  King's  life  in  hazard.  The  levying  war,  and  ad- 
hering to  the  King's  enemies,  might  or  not  put  the  King's  life 
in  hazard,  according  to  the  circumftances.  If  war  is  levied  againft 
the  King, -or  a  man  adheres,  to  the  King's  enemies  under  circum- 
ftances that  cannot  afFeft  the  life  of  the  King,  the  perfon  can  be 
Indi&ed  only  on  that  part  which  makes  levying  war  treaibn ;  but 
if  he  levies  war  againft  the  perfon  of  the  King,  he  may  be  in- 
difted  upon  the  firft  claufe  of  the  aft,  of  comparing  die  death 
of  the  King,  and  the  levying  war  fhould  be  given  in  evidence  as 
an  overt  aft  of  comparing  the  death  of  the  King. 

Gentlemen,  in  confequence  of  this,  a  confpiracy,  if  the  ob- 
joft  of  it  is  fiich  as  may  endanger  the  life  of  the  King,  is  un- 
questionably high  treafon ;  as,  for  inftance,  a  war  levied  on  pur- 
pofe,  for  deposing  the  King,-  or  getting  the  King  into  the  power 
of  the  confpirators.  And  therefore  the  law  has  made  a  diftinc- 
tion,  that  a  confpiracy  to  levy  war,  and  the  cafe  in  which  it  i9 
levied,  does  affeft  the  perfon  of  the  King,  as  depofing  the  King, 
it  is  an  overt  aft  of  compaffing  his  death ;  but  if  it  is  done  without 
an  intent  to  deftroy  that  fovereign  power,  or  to  reftrain  him  in 
the  exercife  of  the  fovereign  power,  then  it  is  not  treafon  within 
the  firft  branch  of  the  ftatute. 

Gentlemen,  another  paflage  cited  from  my  Lord  Hale,  by  my 
learned  friend,  was  in  page  no,  from  which  he  fpeaks,  and 
faems  to  be  direftly  for  the  purpofe  for  which  I  fhould  have 
fluted  it: — tf  That  the  confpiring  to  depofe  the  King,  and  ma- 
nifefting  the  fame  by  fome  overt  aft,  is  an  overt  aft  to  prove  the 
computing  of  the  death  of  the  King,  within  this  aft  of  the 
25th  of  Edward  III."  And,  page  107,  he  fays,  *c  Compaffing 
or  frnagining  fingly  of  itfelf  is  an  interna]  aft,  and  without 
fompthing  to  manifeft  it  could  not  poflibly  fall  under  any  judicial 
cognizance,  but  of  God  alone ;  and  therefore  this  ftatute  re- 
quires fuch  an  overt  aft  as  may  render  the  compaffing  or  imagining 
capable  of  a  trial  and  fentence  by  human  judicatories."  Ana 
then  refers  to  Lord  Coke's  Inftitutes,  where  Lord  Coke  lays, 
<c  As  if  divers  do  confpire  the  death  of  the  King,  and  the  man- 
ner how,  and  thereupon  provide  weapons,  powder,  poifon, 
affay  harnefs,  fend  letters,  &c.  or  the  like,  for  the  execution  of 
the  confpiracy.  Alfo  preparation  by  fome  overt  aft  to  depofe 
the  King,  or  take  the  King  by  force  and  ftrong  hood  and-  to  ira* 
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prifon  him,  vntil  he  hath  yielded  to  certain '  demands  5  this  is  * 
fuf&cient  pvert  act  to  prove  the  comparing  and  imagination  of 
the  death  of  the  King ;  for  this,  upon  the  matter,  is  to  make  the  * 
King  a  fubje£t,  and  to  defpoil  him  of  his  kingly  office  of  royal 

tovemment.  And  b  i.t  was  decided  by  all  the  Judges  of 
ngland,  JiiL  ijac*  R*gis>  in  t;he  caufe  of  the  Lord  Cobham; 
and  in  HiL  43  Eliz.  in  the  cafe  of  the  Earl  of  Eflex."  And 
then  he  adds,  u  And  fo  by  woeful  experience  in  former  times  if 
has  fallen  out,  and  in  many  other  cafes,  particularly  in  the  cafe 
of  Edward  II.  Richard  II.  Henry  VI.  and  Edward  v .  and  other 
unfortunate  Kings  who  have  reigned  in  this  country/' 

Gentlemen,  the  fame  doctrine  is  alfo  ftated  by  Lord  Hale, 
with  reference  to  the  very  fame  cafes,  fo  that  he,  as  well  as 
Lord  Coke,  gave  very  full  approbation  to  the  many  authorities 
who  have  been  of  the  fame  mind ;  and  Sir  William  Blackftone, 
in  his  Commentaries  upon  the  Laws  of  England,  confiders  thefe 
points  as  fettled  law. 

Gentlemen,  perhaps  nothing  tends  more  clearly  to  illuftrate 
points  of  law,  efpecially  to  perfons  who  are  not  in  the  habit  of 
considering  points  of  law  in  the  technical  manner  in  which  we 
are  ufed  to  confider  them— nothing  illuftrates  it  better  than  in 
the  terms  of  a  cafe  which  has  actually  happened.  With  that 
view,  I  will,  therefore,  ftate  to  you  the  proceedings  on  the  trial 
of  Sir  Chriftopher  Blunt  and  others,  for  being  concerned  in  that 
tran&ftion  of  my  Lord  Effex,  which  I  think  was  mentioned  by 
my  learned  friend  Mr.Gibbs. 

Gentlemen,  upon  the  arraignment  of  Sir  Chriftopher  Blunt 
and  others,  a  they  confeflcd  it  was  their  defign  to  come  to  the 
Queen  with  fo  itrong  a  force,  that  they  might  not  be  refitted, 
and  to  require  of  her  divers  conditions  and  alterations  of  govern- 
ment ;*'  that  they  confefc,  and  they  were  indicted  for  compaffing 
the  death  of  the  Queen  -y  they  confcf?,  that  u  they  required  of 
her  divers  conditions  and  alterations  of  governments  neverthelefs 
they  intended  no  perfonal  harm  to  the  Queen  herfelf,  %nd  that 
was  the  r-eafon  why  they  could  not  confefs  the  whole  indictment, 
becaiifc  the  indictment  charges,  that  they  intended  and  com- 
paffed  the  death  and  deftrudtion  of  the  Queen."  Having  faid 
Ais,  the  Lord  Chief  Juftfce  Popham  tells  them,  «  wherever  the 
nibje£i  rebelleth,  or  rifeth  in  a  forcible  manner  to  over-rule  the 
royal  will  and  power  of  the  King,  the  wifdom  and  forefight  of 
the  laws  of  this  land,  maketh  this  conftruction  of  his  actions, 
that  he  intended  to  deprive  the  King  both  of  crown  and  life ;  for 
the  law  judgeth  not  of  the  faft  by  the  intent,  but  of  the  intent 
ty  the  faa,"  To  which  the  Queen's  Counfcl  added  this :  «  This 
conftruction  is  no  myftery  or  quiddity  of  law,  but  an  infallible 
fonclufion,  warranted  oy  reafon  and  experience  $  for  the  crown 
is  not  a  garland  or  mere  outward  ornament,  but  confifts  of  pre- 
eminence and  power  5  andj  therefore,  when  the  fubjeil  will  take 
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life,     Wc  know  it  was  a  queftion  extremely  agitated  amongft 
them >  and  there  is  very  ftrong  reafon  to  believe,  that  the  ma- 
jority of  them*  if  they  had  been  free  agents,  never  would  have 
contented  to  his  death :  but  the  queftion,  after  they  had  depofed 
kirn,  was,  not  what  they  would  do,  but,  as,  was  obferved  in  this 
cafe  of  Sir  Chriftopher  Blunt,  what  muft  be  done,  to  fatisfy  the 
multitude,  and  fecurc  themfelves  ;  and  the  moment  they  entered 
into  this  bufinefs,  they  were  no  longer  free  agents ;  they  could 
j*o  longer  controul  their  own  actions,  and  the  confequence  was, 
in  the  end,  the  death  of  the  King.     Gentlemen,  this  doctrine 
was  alfo  laid  down  with  equal  clearnefs  in  a  book  cited  by  my 
learned  friend,  and  which  appears  to  me  to  demonftrate  the  im- 
poflibility  of  putting  any  other  conftruction  upon  the  ftatute. 
i  be  manner  in  which  he  ftates  it  is  this — tt  The  case  the  law 
feas  taken  for  the  pcrfonal  fafety  of  the  King  is  not  confined  to 
a&ions  or  attempts  of  the  more  flagitious  kind,  to  aflaffination 
or  poifon,  or  other  attempts  directly  and  immediately  aiming  at 
his  life;  it  is  extended  to  every  thing  wilfully  and  deliberately 
done,  or  attempted,  whereby  "his  life  maybe  endangered.     And, 
therefore,  the  entering  into  meafures  for  depofing  or  imprifoning 
him,  or  to  get  his  perfon  into  the  power  of  the  cofifpirators, 
thefe  offences  are  overt  acts  of  treafon  within  this  branch  of  the 
ftatute.     For.  experience  hath  (hewn,  that  between  the  prifon 
?nd  graves  of  Princes,  the  diftance  is  very  fmall."  * 

,  Gentlemen,  this  is  the  language  of  a  man  who  has  generally 
been  confidcred  as  extremely  ftrict  upon  thefe  fubjedts,  Sir  Mi- 
chael Fofter,  who  was  well  known  to  many  perfons  now  living, 
and  was  a  man  who  was  confidered  as  little  difpofed  to  ftretch 
the  law  upon  thartubject  as  any  man  that  ever  fat  upon  the  bench ; 
but  he  faw  and  felt  that  the  real  meaning  of  this  ftatute  was  to 
provide  for  the  conftitution  of  the  ftate,  to  provide  for  the  King, 
he  being  the  head  of  that  conftitution;  becaufe,  in  providing  for 
the  fafety  of  the  King,  is  alfo  included  the  fafety  of  the  conftitu- 
tion-—the  crown  (in  the  language  of  Queen  Elizabeth's  days) 
being  fo  fixed  on  the  King's  head,  that  it  could  not  be  pulled  off, 
but  head  and  life  would  follow. 

Gentlemen,  I  therefore  have  been  much  at  a  lofs  to  conceive 
upon  what  ground  my  learned  friend  obferVed,  that  nothing  could 
be  comparing  the  death  of  the  King,  under  the  ftatute  of  Ed- 
ward III.  but  what  would  have  amounted  to  compafling  the 
death  of  any  other  man  under  the  common  law.  He  attributes 
this  aflertion  to  Sir  Michael  Fofter ;  but,  with  fubmiffion  to  him, 
Sir  Michael  Fofter  afleris  no  fuch  thing;  and  in  the  paffage  he 
alludes  to,  he  is  only  fpeaking  of  the  form  of  the  indictment. 
And  it  is  perfectly  clear,  that  the  cafe  of  the  King  and  the  cafe 
of  an  individual  are  in  no  degree  parallel ;  for  vi  the  time  when 
the  mere  comparing  the  death  of  an  individual  was  deemta  the 
crime  of  homicide,  it  was  never  riippoied,  it  never  entered  into 
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the  imagination  of  any  man,  that  removing  a  man  from  his  office?, 
or  imprifoning  him,  would  have  been  deemed  an  overt  aft  of 
comparing  his  death ;  but  it  is  of  the  King.  According  to  Sir 
Michael  Softer,  and  others,  imprifoning  the  King,  and  denoting 
him,  art  overt  ads  of  compaffing  his  death 5  becaufe  imprifoa- 
ment,  and  all  thofe  things  tend  to  his  death— not  with  relation  to 
his  natural  p'erfon,  but  with  relation  to  his  political  charafter, 
becaufe  he  is  King.  In  the  cafe  of  a  private  perfon  you  cannot 
ufe  the  word  deposition,  and  imprifonment  may  have  no  tendency 
whatever  to  his  death. 

Gentlemen,  mv  learned  friend  ftated  another  paflage  from 
Lord  Hale,  page  85,  with  regard  to  the  ftatute  of  Richard  IL 
and  my  learneafriend,  at  the  time  that  he  read  that  paflage,  I 
apprehended  he  had  the  book  in  his  hand,  but  he  certainly  omit- 
ted to  take  from  the  book  the  paflage  which  immediately  follows, 
if  he  had,  it  could  not  have  left  any  doubt  in  your  mind.  For 
he  (ays,  «  Thefe  four  points  of  treafon  feem  to  be  included 
within  the  ftatute  of  the  25th  of  Edward  III.  as  to  the  matter 
of  them,  as  fhall  be  hereafter  (hewed ;  but  with  thefe  differences, 
viz.  i.  The  forfeiture  is  extended  further  than  it  was  formerly, 
namely,  to  the  forfeiture  of  eftafes,  tails,  and  ufes.  2.  Whereas 
the  ancient  way  of  proceeding  againft  commoners  was  by  in- 
diftment  and  trial  thereupon  by  the  country,  the  trial  and  judge- 
ment is  here  appointed  to  be  in  Parliament.  3.  But  that  wherein 
the  principal  inconvenience  of  this  aft  lay,  was  this,  that  whereas 
the  ftatute  of  the  25th  of  Edward  III.  required  an  overt  aft  to  be 
laid  in  the  indiftment  and  proved  in  evidence,  this  aft  hath  no 
fuch  provifion,  which  left  a  great  latitude  and  uncertainty  in 
point  of  treafon,  and  without  any  open  evidence  that  could  fall 
under  human  cognizance,  fubjefted  men  to  the  great  punifh- 
ment  of  treafon  for  their  very  thoughts,  which,  without  an  overt 
aft  to  manifeft  them,  are  not  triable  but  by  God  alone.  Thefe 
were  the  unhappy  effefts  of  the  breaking  of  this  great  boundary 
of  treafon,  and  letting  in  of  conftruftive  treafons,  which,  by 
various  viciffitudes  and  revolutions,  mifchiefed  all  parties  firft 
and  laft,  and  left  a  great  unquietnefe  and  unfettlednefs  in  the 
minds  of  people,  and  was  one  of  the  occafions  of  the  unhappi-' 
nefs  of  that  King."  From  whence  it  is  perfeftly  clear,  that 
Lord  Hale  confidered  that  ftatute  as  originally  affefting  the  ori- 
ginal law  upon  the  fubjeft,  intended  to  introduce  a  new  and  unne- 
ceflary  mode  of  trial,  and  to  add  fome  other  circumftances> 
which  it  was  thought  proper  by  a  fubfequent  ftatute  entirely  to 
fweep  away — which  was  done  in  the  firft  part  of  the  reign  of  Ed- 
ward IV.  as,  in  a  new  reign,  any  thing  that  is  exceedingly  ob- 
jeftionable  in  the  preceding  reign  is  neceflarily  done  away. 

Gentlemen,  I  have  ftated  to  you,  that  the  legiflature  had,  both 
in  its  legiflative  and  judicial  capacity,  given  precifely  the  fame 
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determination  upon  the  fubjeft.  The  ftatute  under  which  trea- 
fons  are  now  principally  to  be  tried,  the  ftatute  of  William  and 
Mary,  limits  a  time  for  indidments  for  treafon,  except  thofe  that 

iro  to  comparing  the  death  of  the  King,  by  aflkulting  his  perfon; 
o  that  the  framers  of  that  ftatute  have  undoubtedly  .acknow- 
ledged, that  there  were  degrees  of  treafons  under  the  ftatute  of 
the  25th  of  Edward  III.  which  were  treafons  which  did  not 
come  within  the  term  of  aflaflinations,  or  fuch  immediate  aim- 
ing at  his  death ;  and  in  profecutions  which  have  been  carried  on 
in  cafes  of  impeachment,  as  in  Lord  LoVat's  cafe,  and  in  Lord 
Wintoun's  cafe,  the  charge  was  for  comparing  the  death  of  the 
King. 

In  Lord  Wintoun's  cafe,  Sir  Jofeph  Jekyl,  who  was  a  man 
generally  confidered  as  a  conftitutional  lawyer,  and  in  his  time  as 

!;ood  a  Whig  as  any  man  that  ever  exifted,  fays,  a  confpiracy  to 
evy  war,  with  an  intent  to  depofe  the  King,  is  treafon ;  and 
fuch  a  confpiracy  to  levy  fuch  a  war  had  been  held  to  be  an 
overt  aft  of  comparing  and  imagining  the  death  of  the  King. 
He  then  fpeaks  of  another  overt  aft  alledged,  which  was  tt  Lord 
Wintoun's  joining  with  his  accomplices  in  proclaiming  the  Pre- 
tender, which  is  endeavouring  to  fet  up  another  Prince  in  the 
room  of  his  Majefty ;  and  I  believe  it  will  not  be  doubted,  but 
that  is  likewife  ah  overt  adl  of  the  fame  fpecies  of  treafon.  And 
if  they  want  another  overt  a&,  the  levying  war  againft  the  King, 
with  intent  to  depofe  him,  is  moil  iurely  another  overt  a<ft  of 
comparing  his  death ;  and  thefe  points  have  been  fupported  by 
many  authorities,  and  many  attainders  have  been  on  it." 

That  was  declared  by  air  Jofeph  Jekyl,  on  the  behalf  of  all 
the  Commons  of  England,  in  the  impeachment  of  Lord  Win- 
toun,  upon  which  Lord  Wintoun  was  found  guilty  of  high  trea- 
fon i  and  the  King,  as  the  head  of  the  commonwealth,  iflucd  his 
warrant  for  the  execution  of  Lord  Wintoun,  upon  that  deciiion. 
You  have,  therefore,  all  the  three  branches  of  the  legiflature  in 
their  judicial  capacity,  giving  precifely  the  fame  conftru&ion  of 
the  a&  which  I  contend  for. 

Gentlemen,  that  idea,  that  if  perfons  had  confpired  to  feize, 
for  inftance,  King  William's  perfon,  and  fend  him  back  to  Hol- 
land, intending  no  harm  to  his  perfon,  and  exprefsly  declaring  fa, 
that  that  would  not  have  been  high  treafon,  appears  to  me  ex- 
tremely extraordinary ;  for  even  in  the  cafe  of  King  William's 
plot,  -even  the  cafe  of  the  aflaffination  plot,  it  appears  that  the 
intention  was  only  to  fecure  the  King's  perfon;  and  in  Layer's 
cafe  it  was  exprefsly  proved,  that  the  defign  to  feize  the  King's 
.perfon,  was  not  for  the  purpofe  of  killing  him,  but  to  prote£fc  him 
from  infult.  It  was  the  defign  of  the  party  to  (eize  George  I. 
and  proclaim  the  Pretender,  to  protect  the  King's  perfon,  and 
fend  him  back  to  Hanover. 
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In  Lord  Cobham's  cafe,  in  James  I.  it  is  more  diftinft,  for  there 
the  confpiracy  was  to  feize  the  King's  perfon,  but  not  with  any 
view  of  depofing  him,  except ,  under  the  circumftances  I  (hall 
ftate,  and  not  for  the  purpofe  of  injuring  his  perfon  in  any  degree 
whatever,  but  for  the  purpofe  of  compelling  him  to  content  to  a 
general  toleration  of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in  the  coun- 
try, and  to  give  his  confent  to  certain  afts  for  that  purpofe. 

Gentlemen,  under  thefe  circumftances  I  fhall  take  the  law  to 
be  perfectly  clear,  that  if  the  confpiracy  is  to  defpoil  the  King 
of  his  kingly  office,  which  is  to  be  exercifed  as  the  fpirit  of-  the 
constitution  of  the  country  requires,  it  is  a  confpiracy  to  depofe 
the  King,  and,  by  all  authorities,  a  confpiracy  to  compafs  his 
death,  by  the  ftrong  reafon  ftated  in  the  cafe  of  Sir  Chriftopher 
Blunt,  and,  therefore,  high  treafon. 

Gentlemen,  it  has  been  next  infilled,  that  the  nature  of  the 
evidence  to  prove  high  treafon  was  to  be  confidered  as  dif- 
ferent from  that  in  any  other  cafe,  from  the  force  of  the  word 
provably  ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  to  be  direcft  and  plain.  But  I 
conceive  it  mud  be  in  this  refped  as  in  all  other  criminal  cafes, 
that  there  muft  be  two  witneffes  at  the  leaft;  two  witneffes  to 
one  overt  ad,  or  one  witnefs  to  one,  and  another  witnefs  to  an- 
other overt  aft  of  the  fame  fpecies.  And,  with  refpeft  to  any 
other  kind  of  diftin&ion,  I  can  find  no  authority  for  it  in  any 
cafe  whatever ;  for  if  the  minds  of  twelve  plain  men  are  not  ra- 
tionally convinced  of  the  guilt  of  the  prifoner,  in  no  cafe  what- 
ever ought  they  to  fay  fo :  but  if  the  minds  of  the  Jury  are  rear 
fonably  fatisfied,  if  the  evidence  will  produce  reafbnable  convic- 
tion, as  in  the  cafe  of  murder,  robbery,  or  any  otlier  particular 
crime,  I  think  the  verdift  ought  to  be  precisely  the  fame  as  in 
any  other  cafe. 

Gentlemen,  another  obfervation  that  has  been  raifed  is,  that 
the  evidence  has  been  carried  to  fo  great  a  length.  Now  I  ap- 
prehend it  is  perfeftly  immaterial  whether  the  evidence  is  long 
or  fhort  with  refpedt  to  the  end  when  completed,  whether  you 
come  to  the  conclufion  by  the  proof  of  many  circumftances,  or 
by  the  proof  of  only  one  j  if  the  conclufion  in  your  own  mind 
is  the  refult  of  conviction  of  the  guilt  of  the  perfon  accufed,  it  muft 
be  neceflarily  the  fame.  In  cafes  of  treafon,  in  many  inftances,  the 
evidence  has  been  very  extenfive,  perhaps  in  no  cafe  fo  very  ex- 
tcnfive  as  in  this  cafe,  which  has  exceeded  all  others,  except  the- 
cafe  of  an  impeachment — -in  Lord  Strafford's  cafe,  where  the 
evidence  was  extremely  extenfive,  and  took  up  a  confiderable 
length  of  time. 

Gentlemen,  my  Lord  Coke,  in  that  book  which  Mr.  Erfkinc 
cited,  obferves,  that  4t  The  compaffing,  intent,  or  imagination 
of  the  King'svdeath,  in  a  cafe  of  this  fpecies  of  treafon,  though 
fecret,  is  to  be  tried  by  the  Peers,  and  to  be  difcovered  by  cir- 
cwnftaaces  precedent,  concomitant,  andfubfequenti"-— thofe  fort 
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of  rircumfanees  by  which  you  are  to  difcover  the  intent,  and 
then  apply  the  particular  ads  as  oVert  ads,  fuppofing  they  do 
not  in  their  particular  nature  deifionftrate  the  treafon  itfeK 

Now,  Gentlemen,  confiderine;  the  law  to  be  clear,  I  wifl  ftate 
the  nature  and  effed  of  the  confpiracy  with  which  the  prifoner  is 
charged ;  and  this  confpiracy  has  been,  not  a  fimple  confpiracy, 
but  a  confpiracy  as  alledged  and  attempted  to  be  carried  into 
effed  to  depofe  the  King,  and  to  deftrcjy  monarchy  aHb;  or,  in 
the  language  of  one  of  the  letters  that  has  been  read  to  you,  to 
rip  up  monarchy  by  the  roots,  ahd  to  plant  democracy  in  its 
ftead ;  and  I  think  this  I  (hall  prove  by  fair  conclusions  from 
fads  demonftratifig  a  treafbnable  confpiracy,  that  is,  an  intent  to 
deftroy,  as  plainly  as  an  intent  to  rob  is  demonftrated  by  the  fad 
of  a  man  coming  up  With  a  piftol  to  your  carriage,  and  {hewing 
you  he  has  the  power  of  taking  from  you  your  money,  in  fuch 
circumftances,  without  even  demanding  it. 

Gentlemen,  if  the  thing  were  intended  to  be  done  without 
the  purpofe  being  effeded,  whether  the  means  taken  are  fuo- 
cefsful  or  not,  Is  totally  unimportant  to  the  queftion  of  the  perfon 
being  guilty  or  not  guilty  5  it  is  unimportant  (borrowing  the 
language  of  Gerrald,)  whether  the  life  of  the  King  is  to  be  taken 
bv  the  robber  on  the  heath,  or  to  be  endangered  by  aflbciated 
clubs;  and  thefe  are  the  mod  dangerous,  as  hiftory  tells  us  that 
robbers  have  refpeded  the  perfons  of  Sovereigns,  that  they  have 
refpeded  fallen  jjreatnefs,  which  Conventions  never  have  done. 

Gentlemen,  I  was  called  upon,  and  repeatedly  called  upon,  to 
point  out  the  point  of  time  when  the  offence  was  firft  conceived; 
when  It  wa9  the  prifoner  firft  conceived  this  intention — I  fey  it 
is  perfedly  immaterial  when  he  did  conceive  it~the  queftion  is, 
Did  he  ever  conceive  it  at  all  ?  and  if  he  did,  he  is  guilty  of  high 
treafon  3  and  I  fay,  that  it  is  not  neceffary  to  be  proved  an  evi- 
dent Intent  to  deftroy  the  King,  but  it  is  fufficient  to  prove  an 
ad  that  might,  by  probable  confluences,  endanger  his  life. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  has  the  evidence  produced  to  you  fhewn  any 
fads  from  which  it  may  be  fairly  concluded  that  there  has  been  a 
confpiracy  to  take  meafures,  in  confequence  of  which,  if  they 
had  been  purfued,  the  King's  life  would  probably  be  put  in 
hazard  f  and  has  the  prifoner  done  any  ad  or  ads  in  furtherance 
of  fuch  a  defign ;  and  have  they  been  proved  or  no  ?  I  think, 
when  the  evidence  is  attended  to,  there  can  be  no  doubt  upon  the 
rubied. 

Gentlemen,  the  Attorney  General,  in  his  opening,  ftated  the 
cafe  why  he  attributed  to  particular  perfons,  and  particularly  to 
the  leaders  of  both  thofe  focieties,  of  both  which  the  prifoner 
was  a  member,  and  one  of  which  he  was  fecretary,  one  general 
objed  which  they  confidered  as  a  common  caufe  with  other  fo* 
cieties,  and  all  the  friends  of  liberty  in  all  countries,  and  this 
was  the  eftablifhment  of  a  reprefentttive  government  founded 
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eri  the  principles  of  the  rights  of  man;  and  helikewife  attrw 
hated  to  them  die  general  purfuit  of  the  means  of  accomplishing 
that  obje£t~*->firft,  by  enlightening  the  people,  and,  fecondly,  by 
afiembung  a  convention  or  meeting,  or  whatever  name  you  choole 
to  give  it,  (for  there  is  no  magic  in  the  word  convention,)  which 
aflumed  the  character  of  a  convention  of  the  people.  That  is 
the  material  point — a  convention  which  aflumed  the  character 
6f  a  convention  of  the  people*  for  a  convention  of  the  people  ort 
the  principles  of  the  rights  of  man  muft  be  fovereign^— becaufi) 
what  are  the  people  ?  The  natural  power  is  in  the  hands  of  thd 
multitude ;  the  force  remains  with  them;  if,  therefore,  thofe  wha 
have  the  natural  force  are  to  be  called  into  action  by  the  aflem-» 
bling  of  a  meeting  which  is  to  aflume  the  authority  of  the  con* 
vention  of  the  people,  if  they  are  all  calkd  into  action*  the 
government  is  diflblved — there  is  an  end  of  all  government--** 
every  confutation  muft  fall  before  it,  becaufe  it  is  the  people 
themfelves.  taking  back  into  their  own  hands  that  which  thejf 
muft  have  been  considered  as  having  delegated  to  others  from 
time  immemorial,  binding  thofe  that  are  to  be  born  by  the  a&  of 
them  that  are  born*  for  there  can  be  no  peace  in  a  country  wherd 
that  is  not  the  principle ;  for  the  moment  that  the  perfons  ard 
afiembled  who  take  upon  themfelves  the  character  of  the  con- 
tention of  the  people  upon  every  principle  whatever,  they  muft 
be  (if  they  are  what  they  aflume  to  be  J  fovereign ;  and  if  they 
are  not  what  they  aflume  to  be,  yet,  if  they  aflume  to  be  it, 
they  aflume  to  be  fovereign. 

Gentlemen,  if  this  k  dear,  their  objed  to  be  obtained  was 
neceflarily  the  depofition  of  the  King,  and  fomething  to  be  done 
in  confequence  of  it. 

Gentlemen,  it  does  hot  absolutely  follow  of  neceffity  that  the 
monarchy  (hould  be  deftroyed,  and  that  a  reprefentative  govern- 
ment fhould  be  eftablifhed,  for  it  is  poflible  that  a  convention  of 
the  people,  fo  to  aflemble,  who  might  deliberate  with  wifdom  on 
the  fubjeclf,  and  who  might  be  of  opinion  that  a  limited  monarchy 
was  the  beft  form  of  government,  might  therefore  form  again  ft 
constitution  which  in  its  nature  fhould  be  monarchical;  but 
whether  they  did  fo  or  not,  ftill  the  depofition  of  the  King  would 
be  in  the  interim  as  complete  as  if  they  had  deftroyed  his  life 
abfolutely. 

Gentlemen*  the  principle  however  which  has  been  adopted  by 
thefe  clubs  is  that  which  gives  very  little  room  for  hope,  that  if 
a  convention  of  die  people  (hould  have  been  afiembled,  acting 
upon  thefe  principles,  that  they  would  ever  have  eftablifhed 
monarchical  government ;  for  thofe  principles  which  they  have 
repeatedly  declared  ought  never  to  be  departed  from,  are,  firft, 
the  right  of  equal  active  cttizenfhip,  or  the  right  of  ever^  indi-  # 
vidua!  to  an  equal  fhare  in  the  government  ef  the  feciety  of' 
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which  he  is  a  member.  And  here  I  beg  leave  to  remark  the 
marked  diftindion  between  what  is  called  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond's plan  and  this  plan.  All  that  his  plan  went  to  was  (imply 
this — an  equal  (hare  in  the  conftitution  of  that  body  of  repre- 
fentatives  who  fhould  aft  for  them  in  the  conftitution,  as  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  does,  in  the  legiflative  part  of  this  country; 
a  thing  as  different  as  light  from  darknefs.  Yet  you  find, 
throughout  the  refolutions,  that  conftantly  the  right  of  equal 
a&ive  citizenfhip,  the  right  of  univerfal  fufTrage,  is  applied  to 
the  government,  the  whole  government,  and  is  not  confined  in 
any  one  inftance.  I  have  not  found  an  inftance  in  which  it  is 
confined  to  fuch  a  body  as  the  Houfe  of  Commons  is  in  this 
country. 

:  Gentlemen,  the  confequences  of  this  principle,  the  right  of 
equal  adive  citizenfhip,  is  neceflarily  this,  and  fo  they  aflert  it: 
k  is  undoubtedly  fo — it  cannot  be  queftioned  for  the  moment — 
you  take  this  as  a  principle—- all  the  reft  muft  neceflarily  follow. 
This  next  aflertion  is,  that  the  exercife  of  that  right  of  equal 
aftive  citizenlhip,  in  appointing  a  reprefentative  government, 
is  eflential  to  that  equal  right  of  a&ive  citizenfhip — So  it  is,  when 
applied  to  that  fpecies  of  government  now  exifting  in  France, 
but. totally  inconfiftent  with  Peers  in  Parliament,  or  a  King  at 
its  head.  If  there  are  to  be  powers  in  a  country,  if  there  are  to 
be  powers  in  the  King,  there  cannot  be  equal  active  citizenihip : 
there  will  be  diftin&ion— -  there  cannot  be  equal  a&ive  citizen- 
ihip with  the  reft  conftantly — the  moment  it  is  eftabliihed,  mo- 
narchy, ariftocracy  of  every  kind,  muft  neceflarily  be  abolifhed, 
becaufe  utterly  inconfiftent  with  that  principle.  And,  you  will 
recolledt,  iri  the  books  we  have  produced  to  you,  that  it  is  laid 
down  as  a  manifeft  defed  of  the  French  conftitution  of  1791, 
becaufe  that  contained  a  King  in  its  conftitution. 

Gentlemen,  another  objection  is,  that  voters  for  the  election 
of  a  reprefentative  body  was  to  have  a  qualification ;  fo  that  even 
every  individual  has  not  that  right  of  voting.  Having  ftated  this 
right,  therefore,  of  every  individual  to  a  (hare  in  the  government 
of  which  he  is  a  member,  and  that  the  exercife  of  that  right,  in 
appointing  a  reprefentative  government,  therefore,  they  necef- 
larily claim  as  the  right  of  univerfal  fuffrage,  in  forming  fuch 
an  univerfal  repreferjtation,  and  that  not  only  originally,  but 
continually,  that  it  is  in  the  original  conftitution  of  their  repre- 
fentative government,  and  likewife  in  the  continual  renovation 
of  all  the  members  of  government,  executive  and  legiflative. 
It  is  ftated  by  Mr,  Paine  and  Mr.  Barlow,  that  government  is 
neceflarily  a  ufurpation  of  the  rights  of  man;  and  fo  it  is  if 
they  are  right  in  their  firft  principles. 

.  Now,  Gentlemen,  this  original  and  continual  exercife  of  this 
right  of  univerfal  fuffrage,  is  alfg  an  ejFeft  of  the  right  of  equal 
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aftive  citizenfhip,  becaufe  the  equality  muft  neceflarily  be  de- 
ftroyed  by  the  delegation  of  either  executive  or  legiflative  power, 
and  therefore  muft  be  renewed. 

A  fourth  neceflary  confequence  is  the  right  of  perpetual  revo- 
lution, or  the  right  of  changing  their  constitution  of  govern- 
ment, when,  as  often,  and  in  what  manner  the  equal  active 
citizen  (hall  think,  proper ;  ftill,  however,  adhering  to  their  prin- 
ciples, and  the  fame  form  of  reprefentative  government  to  be 
frequently  renewed,  becaufe  that  form  of  government  that  is  not 
frequently  to  be  renewed  is  contrary  to  the  rights  of  equal,  ac- 
tive citizenfhip,  and  is  likewife  an  ufurpation  of  the  indefeafible 
rights  of  man,  and,  confequently  the  tyranny  of  defpotifm  which 
thev  apply  to  every  exifting  government- 
Gentlemen,  the  conclufion  is  inevitable  upon  the  principles, 
but  thev  affume  the  principles  of  equal  active  citizenfhip.  I  will 
certainly  here  not  difpute  with  them  that  afTertion,  whether  well 
or  ill  founded;  and  I  think  it  would  be  no  very  difficult  talk  to 
prove  that  it  is  neceflarily  ill  founded.  But  without  entering 
into  any  difcuffion  upon  that  principle,  I  will  fay  it  is  utterly  in- 
confiftent  with  monarchy,  utterly  inconfiftent  with  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  and  many  other  parts  of  our  eftablifbment. 

Therefore,  the  perfons  who  had  the  defign  to  procure  the  efta- 
blifhment  of  thefe  principles,  upon  which  the  government  of  the 
country  ought  to  be  founded,  and  who  had  held  that  any  govern- 
ment founded  upon  other  principles  is  neceflarily  an  ufurpation 
of  the  indefeafible  rights,  if  thev  take  any  fteps  whatever  for  the 
purpofe  of  altering  the  eftablifned  government,  they  .muft  be 
conceived  to  have  prima  facie  within  their  view  the  attempt  of 
deftroying  the  exifting  government,  abolifhing  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  all  the  ranks  and  diftinctions  in  the  country,  and  alfo  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  as  now  eftablifhed,  and  forming  a  conftitu- 
tion  of  government  upon  their  principles,  becaufe  no  other  con- 
futation of  government  could,  according  to  the  tenets  they  held, 
be  a  lawful  government. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  if  perfons  having  thefe  principles  have 
formed  a  defign  for  aflembling  a  convention  or  meeting,  who 
ihould  affume  the  character  of  a  convention  of  the  people,  and 
in  the  profecution  of  this  defign  have  done  various  acts,  as  par- 
ticularly the  prifoner  at  the  bar  has  done  various  acts,  as  writing 
of  letters,  and  a  variety  of  others,  all  tending  to  the  completion 
of  this  project,  a  cafe  fo  proved  muft  neceflarily  amount  to  high 
treafon ;  becaufe  it  is  impoflible  that  that  conception  can  have 
been  formed  without  thofe  who  formed  it  conceiving  in  their 
minds  the  wifh  to  deftroy  the  exifting  government,  and  to 
eftablifh  in  its  place  a  government  founded  on  pi  inciples  totally 
oppofite  to  the  prefent  exifting  government}  and  when  fucn 
perfons  wifh  to  effect  a  reformation  in  the  country,  it  is  fairly 
imputable  that  they  do  it  by  the  fame  rrinciples  which  they  lay 

down 


r  4«*  ] 

clown  to  themfclves ;  and  if  they  do  it  by  aflembling  a  meeting 
to  aflume  the  character  of  a  contention  of  the  people,  by  that 
very  a£t  they  declare  moft  completely  that  that  is  their  intention, 
becaufe  fuch  a  convention,  truly  a  convention  of  the  people, 
cannot  be  aflembled  without  deponng  the  prefent  exifting  powers 
of  the  ftate. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  it  is  not  neceflary,  for  the  purpofe  of 
imputing  to  the  prifoner  the  guilt  which  is  imputed  to  him  (for 
the  purpofe  of  finding  him  guilty)  {hould  be  proved  to  its  full 
extent;  but  I apprehend  it  has  been  fo  proved. 

Gentlemen,  a  much  left  cafe  feems  to  me  to  be  within  the 
f>enalties  of  high  treafon :  it  has  been  ftiewn,  at  leaft,  that  tbofe 
perfons  who  are  concerned  with  him  had  formed  the  defign  to 
procure  fome  alterations  in  the  fovereign  power  of  the  ftate,  and 
that  they  had  taken  fome  fteps  for  that  purpofe. 

Now,  Gentlemen;  if  they  formed  the  defign  to  procure  any 
alteration,  otherwife  than  by  the  conftituted  legislature,  of  the 
King,  Lords,  and  Commons,  in  Parliament  aflembled,  and  a&ing 
in  perfect  freedom  j  for  if  they  do  not  a£t  in  perfe£fc  freedom, 
they  are  not  the  conftituted  legislature  of  the  country-— it  is  ri- 
diculous to  call  them  fo — they  are  no  longer  fo,  if  put  under  re* 
itraint ;  for  if  a  man  is  put  under  reftraint,  any  aft  which  he  has 
done  is  by  law  void :  if  he  is  compelled  to  do  it,  it  is  not  his 
a& ;  and  fo  with  refpeft  to  the  legiftature :  if  they  are  not  free 
agents,  they  are  not  the  conftituted  legislature ;  they  are  not 
that  thing  which  was  intended  by  the  framers  of  the  conftitution 
of  the  country,  to  make  laws  that  (hould  be  binding  upon  others. 
Jf,  therefore,  they  form  a  defign  to  compel  them  to  do  any  other 
a£fcs  than  thofe  which  they  would  do  if  not  fo  compelled,  they 
form  a  defign  to  depofe  the  King  from  his  royal  authority,  and 
that  depofition  is,  if  I  am  right  in  the  law  that  I  have  Stated, 
comparing  the  death  of  the  King.  The  defign  is  treafonable, 
and  being  manifefted  in  committing  any  overt  a&,  the  meafure 
of  their  guilt  was  full,  they  were  guilty  of  high  treafon  ;  for, 
Gentlemen,  if  any  change  is  attempted  to  be  made  in  the  original 
conftituted  power  of  the  ftate,  the  moment  that  the  attempt  be- 
gins to  operate,  the  original  conftituted  power  of  the  ftate  ceafes 
to  be  fovereign ;  and  it  is  henceforth  depofed  from  its  fovereign 
authority,  to  the  extent  at  leaft  that  is  neceSTary  to  efFe&  this 
particular  change.  Now,  the  law  of  England  admits  of  no  dif- 
tin&ion  between  the  depofition  of  the  King  for  a  day,  or  an 
hour,  or  a  depofition  of  him  for  ever.  An  attempt  to  depose 
the  King  from  his  fovereign  authority  for  a  day  or  hour,  muft 
hazard  his  life;  and  a  confpiracy  for  that  purpofe  is,  therefore, 
hazarding  his  life,  and  therefore  high  treafon. 

In,  the  cafe  of  Lord  Cobham,  it  was  not  the  view  of  the  per- 
fons concerned,  that  the  a&s  which  they  propofed  to  do  Should, 
for  any  continuance,  deprive  the  King  of  has  royal  authority ; 

but 
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but  they  conceived  that,  wifliin  a  certain  time,  they  fhould  have 
brought  about  all  that  they  wifhed  to  have  done,  and  put  the 
King  ort  his  throne  again ;  and  yet  there  is  no  doubt  that  it 
would  have  been  as  completely  high  treafon  as  if  they  intended 
to  depofe  him  for  ever. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  it  is  admitted,  that  the  perfbns  concerned 
in  this  bofinefs  were  the  perfons  that  intended  to  effe£t  a  change 
in  the  government  of  the,  country.  The  idea,  in  truth,  of  af- 
feeing  this  change,  by  the  exifting  legiflature,  if  you  attend  at 
all  to  what  the  evidence  has  been,  Teems  quite  out  of  the  qtie£» 
tion.  They  have  explicitly  declared  (for  notwithftandmg  the 
colour  that  has  been  attempted  to  be  given  to  that,  I  think  they 
have  moft  explicitly  detlared,)  that  they  would  not  petition  Par* 
liament— -that  they  conceived  petitioning  Parliament  would  have 
no  fort  of  effect — that  an  addrefs  to  thelCing  they  declared  to  be 
futile;  but  they  would  refort  to  more  effectual  means,  and  thole 
eJFe&ual  means  they  declare  to  be  the  energy  of  their  own 
power,  they  would  look  to  their  own  laws,  and  not  to  the  laws 
of  their  enemies,  their  plunderers,  and  their  oppreffors  *  they 
declare  the  exifting  government  of  King,  Lords,  and  Commons^ 
is  that  of  their  enemies,  plunderers,  and  oppreflbrs  j  they  declare* 
that  an  application  to  the  Kin?  would  be  futile :  they  therefore 
look  to  their  own  means,  thole  means  being  their  own  laws,  to 
be  efFe&ed  by  their  own  energy.  I  know  not  'words  to  expreft 
more  emphatically— to  declare  that  it  was  their  intention,  by  their 
own  force,  to  effect  that  change  which  they  wifhed  to  have  in  the 
government  of  the  country. 

Gentlemen,  it  has  been  proved,  that  they  took  fteps  towards 
fuch  a  meeting ;  the  nature  of  the  meeting  intended  to  be  con-, 
vened,  and  the  power  intended  to  be  aflumed,  are  matters  of  diC* 
pute.  But  it  is  not  difputed  that,  in  fome  manner  or  other,  that 
meeting  was  to  effeft  their  purpofe,  although  it  was  in  difpute 
how  it  was  to  effe£t  their  purpofe.  I  confels  it  appears  to  me 
impoflible  to  fuppofe,  confident  with  the  evidence  yo«  have  be- 
fore you,  that  they  could  mean  to  aflemble  a  number  of  people 
for  the  purpofe  of  doing  that  which  they  might  have  done  before 
in  their  feparate  bodies ;  or,  when  they  cenceived  the  idea  of 
meeting  in  colleflive  bodies,  they  (hould  think  it  proper  to  give 
their  meeting  a  different  name  than  that  which  they  aflumed  in 
their  clubs.  They  have  been  rcprefented  as  being  on  the  plan 
of  another  Convention  in  Scotland,  which  wanted  a  reform  in 
the  Scotch  reprefentation.  In  what  manner  did  they  proceed  I 
They  met,  had  a  bill  framed  for  their  purpofe,  and  a  bill  was 
brought  into  Parliament ;  and  I  really  believe  that  that  was  the 
purpofe  for  which  they  met.  Therefore,  there  cannot  be  any 
comparifon  drawn  between  that  fort  of  meeting  and  that  wbica 
thefe  perfons  propofed. 

Vol.  II.  3  H  Gentlemen 
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Gentlemen,  I  obferved  that  Mr.  Gibbs  laid  considerable  ftrefs 
on  fome  words  which  were  made  ufe  of  in  one  of  the  refohitions 
formed  at  one  of  thefe  meetings,  in  which  he  intimated,  that 
their  object  only  was  to  collect  the  opinions  of  the  people  upon 
the  fubjcft,  ana  to  do  nothing  more ;  to  coniider  what  were  the 
proper  meafures  for  the  purpofe. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  when  one  recollects  all  they  have  declared 
upon  the  fubjed,  when  one  recollects  that  they  have  repeatedly 
declared  that  the  people  were  not  to  look  for  relief  from  Parlia- 
ment, as  it  was  conftituted,  'and  that  it  was  not  to  be  expected 
that  thofe  in  pofleflion  of  power  would  part  with  it  without  a 
ftruggle—that  relief  was  to  be  expected  from  their  own  laws, 
and  not  from  the  laws  of  their  plunderers  and  bppreflbrs,  I  take 
it  to  be  nothing  elfe  than  confidering  in  what  manner  they  fhould 
carry  into  execution  that  intention  which  they  declared — that 
of  obtaining  relief  from  their  own  laws,  and  doing  it  by  means  of 
their  own  energy. 

Suppofe  they  had  it  in  their  view  not  to  have  acted  themfelves 
immediately  as  a  conftituted  aflembly,  though  afluming  the  cha- 
racter of  a  Convention  of  the  People,  which,  I  think,  I  {hall 
(hew  you  they  clearly  meant  to  do,  and  as  the  Britifh  Conven- 
tion exprefsly  did- — if  they  did  not  intend  to  fubmit  themfelves 
Completely  and  entirely  to  the  government  of  the  country^  their 
act  was  an  act  of  the  usurpation  of  fovereign  power  ;  and  if  they 
were  deviling  means  by  which  the  people  at  a  future  time  by 
their  own  authority  fhould  do  this  for  themfelves,  it  was  juft  the 
fame  thing  as  if  this  Convention  then  aflembled  fhould  them- 
felves do  it ;  for  they  would  only  be  doing  it  more  remotely, 
taking  fteps  towards  their  own  original  defign,  making  a  change 
by  their  own  powers,  and  not  by  the  powers  of  the  exifting  con- 
ftituted authorities.  If  they  had  conceived  that  particular  de- 
fign, ftill  I  imagine  it  would  be  equally  deftructive  to  the  exift- 
ing government.  The  means  which  they  took  for  the  purpofe 
muft  be  all  tending  to  their  great  end — to  that  which  they  con- 
sidered and  declared  to  be  the  grand  plan  they  had  in  view, 
and  which  they  meant  to  effect  by  their  own  ftrength,  and 
not  by  fuch  an  application  to  the  legiflature  as  has  been  fup- 
pofed. 

Gentlemen,  when  one  confiders  what  has  pafled  in  France, 
one  muft  be  perfectly  aware  of  the  effects  of  a  National  Confti- 
tuted Aflembly — when  the  Eftates-General  of  France  were 
called  together  by  the  King,  before,  I  think,  half  of  them  were 
aflembled,  fuch  of  them  as  were  principally  of  the  third  order 
declared  themfelves  to  be  a  National  Affembly,  that  is,  an  aflem- 
bly of  the  people  j  and  they  immediately  declared,  according  to 
that  principle,  the  King  could  put  no  negative  upon  their  pro- 
ceedings.    That  was  one  of  the  firft  fteps  taken  in  that  aflembly, 
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and  from  the  moment  they  had  done  fa,  nobody  who  has  looked 
into  the  hiftory  of  that  country,  but  muft  fee,  that  the  King  of 
France  was  in  fa&,depofed  from  that  moment.  I  think  that  was 
in  June,  1789. 

When  they  were  aflembled  in  the  character  of  a  Convention, 
though  the  number  of  perfons  aflembled  were  lefs  than  one  moiety 
of  the  perfons  that  were  to  be  convened,  they  declared  themfelves 
a  National  Aflembly,  and  a&ed  upon  that  principle,  and  declared 
the  King  could  put  no  negative  upon  their  proceedings ;  and 
they  having  done  fo,  alfo  declared  they  would  not  feparate  till 
they  had  accomplifhed  their  purpofe.  They  took  on  themfelves 
immediately  to  a&  as  the  complete  fovereign  power  of  the  peo- 
ple ;  they  declared  that  all  the  taxes  were  illegal ;  that  they  fhould 
be  received  for  a  time,  but  fhould  only  be  received  fo  long  as  that 
aflembly  fhould  fit. 

From  that  moment,  therefore,  in  effeft,  the  King  of  France 
was  depofed,  a  conftitution  was  formed,  and  to  that  conftitution 
he  gave  his  aflent  in  1791 :  he  was  then  again  upon  the  throne; 
but  upon  what  throne  ?  He  was  not  King  of  France  in  the  char 
ra&er  he  had  been  before,  but  he  was  King  by  a  perfectly  new 
title,  and  in  a  perfectly  new  charafter ;  and  in  the  interim  he 
had  been,  to  all  intents  and  purpofes,  dethroned. — Such  is  the 
neceflary  and  natural  confequences  of  a  National  Conftituted 
Aflembly. 

If  we  look  to  what  has  pafTed  in  our  own  country,  and  to  that 
which  has  been  generally  referred  to  in  the  courfe  of  thefe  pro* 
ccedings— namely,  to  the  Revolution  of  1688,  we  fhall  find,  to 
a  certain  extent,  tne  fame  thing  done ;  for  what  was  that  aflembly 
which  placed  the  Prince  and  Princefs  of  Orange  upon  the 
throne  ?  Our  King  James  having  done  that  which  caufed  his 
fubje&s  to  rife  againft  him,  having  deferted  the  country,  an  af~ 
fembly  was  called ;  by  no  regular  authority,  but  letters  ifliied, 
which  had  been  ufed  for  the  purpofe  of  calling  together  thofe 
perfons  who  were  entitled  to  be  fummoned  to  Parliament,  and 
to  the  feveral  counties,  for  the  Sheriffs  to  caufe  eledions  to  be 
made,  for  members  to  be  returned  to  Parliament.  That  aflembly 
met.  In  what  character  ?  It  met  as  a  Convention  of  all  the 
eftates  and  degrees  of  the  People;  it  a&ed  as  fuch ;  its  authority 
was  acquiefced  in,  and  it  did  all  that  was  neceflary  for  its  par- 
ticular purpofe :  the  government  of  the  country  remained  as  it 
was,  with  one  fingle  circumftance— -the  throne  was  vacant;  that 
Convention  fupplied  the  vacancy,  and  the  moment  it  had  fup- 
plied  the  vacancy,  and  given  the  throne  to  William  and  Mary, 
that  inftant  its  chara&er  as  a  Convention  ceafed;  it  was  no 
longer  that  aflembly  reprefenting  the  three  eftates  of  the 
People—it  was  aflumed  by  King  William  as  a  regular  Parlia- 
ment. 

3H2  But, 
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But,  Gentlemen,  in  the  aA  which  it  did  in  giving  the  crown 
to  the  Prince  of  Orange,  it  afted  as  a  complete  fovereign  power, 
in  complete  rebellion,  if  I  may  fo  term  it,  to  James  U.  for  the 
moment  that  aflembly  began  to  ad,  James  II.  would  have  been 
completely  depofed  if  he  had  not  abdicated  the  throne — it  is  the 
infeparable  cbnfequence  of  affembling  fuch  a  fpecies  of  Con- 
vention. 

Gentlemen,  the  moment,  therefore,  as  I  conceive,  that  there 
is  an  aflembly  afliiming  to  itfelf  the  character  of  a  Convention 
Of  the  People,  which  can  fuftain  itfelf  againft  the  government 
of  the  country,  there  is  an  infurrection  againft  that  government, 
and  all  thofe  confequences  follow  which  are  fo  much  detailed  to 
you  in  that  fpeech  of  Barrere  which  has  been  read  to  you :  the 
King  is  depofed,  and  deprived  of  his  inviolability,  fo  far  as  the 
Convention  has  the  power  to  aft. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  if  a  Convention,  a  meeting  which  could 
afiiime  the  title  of  a  Convention  of  the  People,  could  be  lawfully 
aflembled,  what  muft  neceflarily  be  the  confequence,  if  it  is  an 
aflembly  of  the  Convention  of  the  People,  and  if  lawfully  aflenu 
Wed,  the  King  muft  be  bound  to  obey  it  ?  If  he  is  bound  to 
obey,  he  is  no  longer  fovereign.  The  Parliament  muft  be  aifo 
bound  to  obey  it.  They,  together  with  the  King,  would  no 
longer  be  the  fovereign  power  of  the  ftate ;  for,  the  moment  it 
is  auembled,  it  muft  be  the  fuperior  power :  the  refult  of  that 
would  be,  and  all  principles  muft  determine  that  to  be  the  refult, 
that,  if  the  King  was  to  ad  in  refifting  fuch  an  aflembly,  he 
muft  be  guilty  himfelf  of  what  may  be  deemed  treafon  againft 
the  fovereign  power  of  the  ftate,  and  it  would  afford  the  very 
pretence  for  putting  him  to  death,  as  tt  did  in  the  cafe  of  King 
Charles  I.  and  Louis  XVI.  If,  therefore,  Gentlemen,  it  ap- 
pears to  you,  that  thefe  perfons  have  formed  a  confpiracy  to  af- 
iemble  a  number  of  perfons  who  fhould  aflume,  in  an  aflembly, 
the  chara&er  of  the  Convention  of  the  People,  that  alone  (and 
that  they  have  taken  fteps  for  that  purpofe,  that  alone)  would 
conftitute  the  crime  of  high  treafon* 

Gentlemen,  the  confpiracy  which  has  been  alledged  is  cer- 
tainly of  a  very  wide  and  extenfive  nature ;  a  circumftance  that 
has  occafioned  a  confiderable  degree  of  regret  on  the  part  of  my 
learned  friends ;  it  has  produced  a  very  extenfive  evidence  of 
perfons  that  have  been  acting  at  different  times  in  different 
places,  and  in  fome  refpe&s  with  different  views  \  but  all  of 
them  have  in  view,  particularly  their  leaders,  one  grand  plan, 
the  accomplifhment  of  which  was  the  objeft  of  all. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  this  has  occafioned  the  diftribution  of  the 
evidence  into  thofe  two  parts  poticed  by  Mr.  Gibbs, ,  which 
eftablifhed,  firft,  the  exiftence  of  the  general  confpiracy,  and, 
fecondly,  to  difcufs  the  part  which  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  had  in 

it 
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it    I  conceive,  that  when  you  have  taken  the  evidence  alto- 
gether) you  can  have  no  fort  of  doubt  of  both. 

Gentlemen,  let  me  take  the  evidence  a  little  by  degrees,  and 
by  fo  doing  (for  I  fee  there  will  be  no  end  of  taking"  it  in  de- 
tail) I  {hall  neceffarily  truft  to  your  giving  fome  credit  to  my 
aflertion,  without  referring  to  every  particular  part  of  the  evi- 
dence; cfpecially  as  my  Lord  will  afterwards  fum  it  more  plainly 
to  you,  from  the  feveral  papers  given  in  evidence.    I  think  I 
may  aflert  as  perfectly  proved,  that  there  were  fome  perfons  in 
this  country,   and  I   may  inftance  particularly  Mr.  Paine  and 
Mr.  Barlow,  who  were  aefirous-  of  affecting  the  deftruction  of 
the  Britifh  con  ft  i  tut  ion,  and  particularly  the  monarchy,  and  all 
its  hereditary  honours,  and  were  proceeding,  to  the  utmoft  of 
their  power,  to  effect  their  purpofe.     I  think  I  do  not  afliime  toft 
much  when  I  afiume  that  it  cannot  be  fairly  contended,  that  fuch 
perfons  as  Paine  and  Barlow  were  not  confpirators  agatnft  the 
confHtution  of  this  country :   there  are  perfons  in  France  who 
come  under  the  fame  defcription,  and,  with  great  fubmi/lion  t» 
you,  I  (hall  beg  to  include  in  that  defcription  the  French  Na- 
tional Convention,  for  they  were  clearly  difpofed  to  fpread  the; 
doctrines  eftablifhed  in  their  own  countrv,  and  they  were  de- 
firous  of  doing  it  for  this  reafon — because  they  felt  that  their 
own  (afety  depended  upon  it.    You  will  recollect,  perhaps,  a  paf- 
fage  in  Mr.  Paine's  works,  that  when  France  fhould  be  furrounded 
with  revolutions,  fhe  would  be  in  peace  and  fafety;  and  the  S<v 
ciety  for  Constitutional  Information,  and  the  London  Corres- 
ponding Society,  in  their  addrefles  to  the  National  Convention 
in  November,  1792,  and  of  which  neither  of  the  Counfel  for 
the  prifoner  took  any  notice,  though  it  was  very  material— -you  will 
.recollect,  the  London  Correfponding  Society  in  particular,  in 
that  addrefs,  further  fupplicated,  that  the  Almighty  Ruler  of  the 
Univerfe  might  be  favourable  to  the  caufe  of  the  French,  fo  irw 
timately  blended  with  our  own.     This,  you  will  recoiled,  was 
not  during  the  cxiftence  of  the  conftitution  of  1791 ;  but  after 
the  deftruction  of  that  conftitution,  and  the  total  clepofition  of 
Louis  XVI.  fo  that  then  they  confidcr  the  caufe  of  the  French 
as  intimately  blended  with  their  own.     Now  how  could  it  be 
blended  with  our  own,  unlefs  it  was  their  object  to  eftablifh  icr 
this  country  a  government  upon  the  lame  principles  upon  which 
the  French  had  eftablifhed  their  government,  or  endeavouring 
to  eftablifh  it  i 

Gentlemen,  they  conceived  it  their  duty  to  countenance  and 
affift,  as  much  as  in  their  power,  the  champions  of  human  hap- 
pinefs  ;  that  they  would  oppofe  all  in  their  power  every  attempt 
againft  them  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain ;  and  that  they  looked 
to  the  triple  alliance,  not  of  Crowns,  but  of  the  people  of  Ame- 
rica, France,  and  Britain,  to  give* freedom  *o  Europe,  and  peace 
to  the  whole  world. 

Now 
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Now  the  words  are  very  ftrong :  it  is  not  (imply  the  affiance 
of  the  people ;  but,  fay  they,,  if  you  fucceed,  as  we  ardently 
wifh,  the  triple  alliance,  not  of  Crowns,  but  of  the  people  of 
America,  France,  and  Britain,  will  give  freedom  to  Europe,  and 
peace  to  the  whole  world.  So  that  it  is  not  Amply  thai  they 
make  ufe  of  the  people  as  an  expreffion  that  might  comprehend 
the  whole,  but  they  exprefsly  negatived  Crowns.  At  that 
time  there  exifted  no  Crown  in  America;  France  had  no  Crown 
at  that  time ;  the  only  country  which  they  have  mentioned  that 
has  a  Crown,  is  Great  Britain.  When,  therefore,  they  with 
there  was  not  an  alliance  of  Crowns,  but  of  the  people  of  Ame- 
rica, France,  and  Britain,  what  do  they  ftate,  but  in  exprefs 
terms,  and  terms  not  to  be  controverted,  that  they  had  formed  a 
wifh  and  intention  to  eftablifh  in  this  country  a  government 
without  a  Crown  ?     I  can  give  it  no  other  interpretation. 

Gentlemen,  in  another  part  of  their  addrefs,  they  fay — 
tt  Seeking  our  real  enemies,  we  find  them  in  our  bofoms.  We 
feel  ourfelves  inwardly  torn  by,  and  ever  the  Victims  ofi  a  reft- 
lefs  and  all-confumirig  ariftocracy,  hitherto  the  bane  of  every 
nation  under  the  fun.  Wifely  have  you  done,  in  expelling  it 
from  France."  What  can  they  mean  by  ariftocracy,  but  to  re- 
fer to  that  part  of  the  conftitution  of  tnis  country  which  may 
be  deemed  ariftocratical  \  that  they  con^der  every  thing  that  can 
be  called  ariftocracy  as  their  real  enemies^  and  the  bane  6f  every 
nation  under  the  fun  ;  and  that  as  they  conceive  the  French  have 
acted  wifely  in  expelling  it  from  France,  that  it  would  be  equally 
wife  to  expel  it  from  this  country?  N9W,  for  what  purpofe 
could  this  addrefs  have  been  prefented  to  the  French  Conven- 
*  tion  ?  -  There  might  be  two  purpofes-^-that  of  publifhing  to  the 
world,  to  the  country  here,  in  a  way  which  they  might  fancy  to 
be  in  fome  degree  iafe,  in  the  mode  in  which  it  was  to  be  pub- 
liihed — a  declaration  againft  the  exifting  government  of  the 
country  j  and  another,  holding  out  to  the  French  Convention, 
that  they  were  defirous  of  receiving  every  afiiftance  from  that 
country  which  could  poffibly  be  given,  for  ,the  purpofe  of  ena- 
bling thofe  who  addrefled  them  to  eftablifii  the  lame  government 
in  this  country. 

Gentlemen,  that  addrefs  which  is  prefented  by  the  Society 
for  Conftitutional  Information  is  at  leaft  as  ftrong;  and  you  will 
obferve,  Gentlemen,  that  the  learned  Counfel  lor  the  prifoner 
have  cautioufly  avoided  taking  any  notice  of  this  addrefs  like- 
wife.  The  truth,  I  muft  conceive,  that  they  did.  not,  was,  be- 
caufe  they  were  unable  to  give  any  anfwer  to  jt.  Now  how 
does  this  addrefs  begin  ?  "  Servants  of  a  fovereign  people,  and 
benefactors  of  mankind,  we  rejoice  that  your  Revolution  is  ar- 
rived at  that  point  of  perfection  which  will  permit  us  to  addreii 

you  by  this  title."    Why  then  the  point  of  perfection  to  which, 

a* 
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as  they  conceive,, a  revolution  mud  arrive  to  bo  at  its  point  of 
perfection,  is  when  thofe  who  have  the  adminiftratioh  of  the 
government  of  a  country  are  to  be  addreffed  in  the  character  in 
which  they  thus  addrefs  the  National  Convention  of  France— 
u  Servants  of  a  fovereign  people,  and  benefa&ors  of  mankind.9* 
What  can  they  mean  but  this :  not  only  that  it  is  a  government 
eftablifhed  upon  the  principle  of  the  rights  of  man,  and  equal 
aftire  citizenfhip,  in  which  the  people  is  to  be  confidered  as 
conftantly  exercifing  that  fovereign  authority,  and  having  a  per- 
petual controul  over  the  whole  of  the  country ;  but  that  which 
leads,  in  its  nature,  and  in  its  principles,  to  that  fort  of  perpe- 
tual revolution  I  before  obferved  to  you. 

But,  Gentlemen,  it  proceeds — tt  We  rejoice  that  your  Revo- 
lution has  arrived  at  that  point  of  perfection  which  will  permit 
us  to  addrefs  you  by  this  title.  It  is  the  only  one  that  can  ac- 
cord with  the  character  of  true  legislators."  Is  it  not  a  clear 
and  exprefs  declaration,  that  they  did  not  confider  the  legiflature 
of  this  country  to  have  that  title  which  could  accord  with  the 
character  of  true  legiflators?  for  a  reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons would  not 'give  the  legiflature  in  this  country  a  title  to 
that  character ;  for  the  King  and  the  Houfe  of  Lords  ftill  re- 
maining a  part  of  the  legiflature,  could  not,  by  any  poffibility, 
come  within  that  defcription  which  they  meant  to  attribute  to 
the  French  Convention.  They  add — *c  Every  fucceffive  epoch  in 
your  affairs  has  added  fomething  to  the  triumphs  of  liberty,  and 
the  glorious  vi&ory  of  the  10th  of  Auguft  has  finally  prepared 
the  way  for  a  conftitution,  which,  we  truft,  you  will  eftablilh  on 
the  baiis  of  reafon  and  nature.*' 

Now,  Gentlemen,  it  appears,  that  the  event  of  the  10th  of 
Auguft  was  to  them  a  caufe  of  exultation.  I  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of  the  conduct  of  thofe  con- 
cerned in  that  tranfadion.  It  would  be  wrong  for  me  to  blame 
on  one  fide  or  the  other ;  but  to  which  ever  fide  blame  was  im- 
putable, what  was  the  event  ?  The  event  was  the  deftru&ion 
of  the  French  monarchy ;  that  is  here  called  a  glorious  vidory, 
and  is  faid  finally  to  have  prepared  the  way  for  a  conftitution 
eftablifhed  on  the  bafis  of  reafon  and  nature — that  it  was  coming 
to  that  fituation  which  enabled  them  to  arrive  at  that  point  of 
perfection  exprefied  in  the  former  part  of  the  addrefs.  New  to 
fey  that  anv  perfons  would  give  their  aflent  to  that  addrefs, 
knowing  wnat  they  were  about,  and  ftill  entertain  in  their  minds 
a  fincere  attachment  to  the  Britifh  government,  is  aiTerting  that 
which,  it  feems  to  me,  no  reafonable  man  can  do.  And  here  I 
cannet  help  obferving  on  the  word  **  finally  :"-—**  and  the  glo- 
rious victory  of  the  10th  of  Auguft  has  finally  prepared  the  way 
for  a  conftitution,  which,  we  truft,  you  will  eftablifh  on  the 
bafis  of  reafon  and  nature/' 

Gentlemen, 
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Gentlemen,  70U  will  recolleft,  there  were  two  paflages,  one 
in  Mr.  Paine's  works,  and  one  in  a  letter  of  Joel  Barlow's,  be- 
fore the  glorious  vi&ory  of  the  10th  of  Auguft,  which  cxprefsly 
ftates  that  they  looked  forward  to  that  event — that  they  looked 
to  the  deftru&ion  of  the  conftitution  which  had  been  formed  in 
1791,  for  this  reafon — becaufe  it  was. formed  in  contradiction 
to  the  principles  of  the  rights  of  man,  in  the  parts  of  it  which 
confided  in  monarchy  or  in  privileged  orders,  and  fo  far  as  it 
had  any  diftin&ions  whatever:  it  was  a  compound  of  contra- 
dictions, as  I  think  Paine  calls  it,  in  his  publication  of  the 
Rights  of  Man ;  a  fort  of  character  which  he  gives  to  the  Britifh 
Constitution*,  and  therefore  in  its  nature  it  could  not  fubftft. 

Gentlemen,  in  another  pa/Ikge  of  the  fame  addrefs,  fpeaking 
of  the  caufe  of  the  French,  they  fay — « It  is  indeed  a  facred 
caufe :  we  cheriih  it  as  the  pledge  of  your  happinefs,  our  na- 
tural and  neareft  friends ;  and  we  rely  upon  it  as  the  bond  of 
paternal  union  to  the  human  race,  in  which  union  our  own  na- 
tion will  furely  be  one  of  the  firft  to  concur.  Our  government 
have  (till  the  power,  and,  perhaps,  the  inclination  to  employ 
hirelings  to  contradict  us."  Then  they  fay,  they  fpeak  the  real 
opinion  of  a  great  majority  of  the  Englifh  nation ;  and  then 
take  notice  of  the  wonderful  u  fplendor  of  the  French  Revolu- 
tion, burfting  forth  upon  the  nations  in  the  full  fervour  of  a 
meridian  fun,  and  difplayed  in  the  midft  of  the  European  World, 
die  practical  refult  of  principles  which  philofophy  had  (ought  in 
the  (hade  of  (peculation,  and  which  experience  muft  every 
where  confirm.  Itdifpels  the  clouds  of  prejudice  from  all  people, 
reveals  the  fecrets  of  all  defpotifm,  and  creates  a  new  character  in 


man." 


Can  a  clearer  comment  be  given  on  the  works  of  Mr.  Paine 
and  Mr.  Barlow  than  thefe  words  I  have  read  to  you  ?  Then 
they  date  a  combination  of  principle  with  pra&ice,  in  the  fame 
manner  as  Mr.  Paine  has  done,,  in  the  fecond  part  of  his  works ; 
that  they  were  looking  for  the  removal  of  that  prejudice  which 
iiipported  monarchy  in  that  country,  even  that  portion  of  mo- 
narchy which  they  left  in  the  constitution  of  1791-  It  is  faid 
by  Mr.  Paine  and  Mr.  Barlow,  that  the  firft  aflembly  which 
ended  in  1 791,  were  obliged  to  have  a  King;  becaufe  the  pre- 
judices of  the  people  would  not  permit  them  to  farm  die  go- 
vernment without,  and  that  the  principles  upon  which  they  were 
formed  led  to  the  deftru&ion  of  that  principle  of  monarchy  which 
they  had  left.  They  conclude — tt  In  this  career  of  improvement 
your  example  will  be  foon  followed,  for  nations  rifing  from  their 
lethargy  will -exclaim  the  rights  of  man  with  a  voice  which  man 
cannot  reftft."  Rights  of  man  !  why,  are  thofe  rights  of  man 
the  fame  as  are  contained  in  Thomas  Paine's  works  ?  becaufe 
thefe  focieties  have  exprefsly  declared  Paine's  works  to  be  the 

foundation 
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foundation  of  all  their  proceedings;  therefore,  when  ther  &y 
that  nations  rifing  from  their  lethargy  will  reclaim  the  rights  of 
man  with  a  voice  which  man  connot  refift,  they  muft  be  taken 
to  mean  what  they  fay,  according  to  the  fulnefs  of  the  doftrinc 
laid  down  in  Mr.  Paine's  book. 

Gentlemen,  I  may  add  to  this  a  remark  by  the  way,  that  it 
is  a  little  extraordinary  that,  confidering  how  much  the  Condi- 
tional Society  has  been  involved  in  the  caufe,  and  how  important 
it  would  have  been  for  the  prifoner  at  the  bar  to  have  brought 
fome  members  of  that  fociety  to  explain  and  put  a  conftrudhon 
upon  their  conduct,  yet  not  one  man  of  that  Conftitutional 
Society  is  brought  forward  as  an  evidence  in  this  caufe,  except 
that  ppor  dancing-matter,  who  was  a  member  of  both  focieties, 
and  who  feemed  to  be  incapable  of  knowing  any  thing  that 
Was  paffed  by  cither. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  the  fame  obfervation  refers,  in  a  degree, 
to  the  cafe  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society— that  not  one 
perfon  which  {hey  have  brought  is  a.  perfon  who  is  capable,  from 
the  defcription  he  gives  of  himfelf,  of  accounting,  in  any  way 
whatever,  for  this  addrefs  of  this  London  Correfponding  So- 
ciety.    You  will  recolleft  the  manner  in  which  thefe  two  ad- 
drefles  are  pa/Ted  in  thefe  fpcieties,  and  the  debates  that  took 
place  upon  them,  and  how  they  fhould  .'be  framed — whether  it 
fhould  be  a  joint  addrefs,  and  whether*  (he  addrefles  mould  be 
feparate — it  was  a  thing  not  taken  up  in  a  kttfry,  but  deliberately 
considered — framed  one  in  one  form,,  and  another  irr  another; 
and  the  two  addrefles  were  fent  with  an  exprefs  vjew  to  declare 
to  the  French  National  Aflembly,  in  fome  manner  or  other, 
what  the  opinions  and  fentiments  of  thefe  focieties  concerning 
them  were;   and  therefore  they  were  particularly  required  in 
favour  of  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  to  give  an  explanation  of  thefe 
two  papers,  if  any  fuch  explanation  could  poflibly  have  been 
given,  and  which  would  have  been  given,  could  any  fuch  ex* 
planation  have  been  given  with  any  advantage  to  the  prifoner  at 
the  bar. 

Gentlemen,  you  are  to  confider  that,  in  truth,  both  thefe  ad- 
drefles held  out,  in  pretty  ftrong  terms,  a  wifh  of  alliance  and 
friendship  with  that  country.  That  country  certainly  was  not, 
at  the  time  thefe  addrefles  were  prefented,  in  any  adverfe  fttua- 
tion  to  this  country ;  but  ftill  in  a  very  particular  fituation  with 
refpe£t  to  it,  efpectally  fuch  as  behoved  them  to  ad  with  a  de- 
gree of  caution,  and  to  refleft  a  little  upon  the .  fubje&  before 
they  did  it. 

But,  Gentlemen,  how  were  thefe  addrefles  received  ?  The 
perfon  that  was  fent  over  with  the  addrefles  of  the  Conftitutional 
Society,  (how  the  addrefr  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society 
got  ovcry  we  have  not  been  able  to  (hew,)  was  Mr.  Joel  Barlow, 
who  had  recently  written  a-  letter  to  the  National  Convention  of 
Vol.  II.  3XI  France, 
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France,  with'  refpe&  to  the  defefts  of  the  conftitution  of  179*, 
pointing  out,  as  the  defe&s  of  their  conftitution  particularly,  the 
cxiftence  of  a  King  in  it,  and  feveral  other  things  which  he 
thought  fhould  be  removed,  in  order  to  make  the  government 
more  complete  upon  the  principles  of  the  rights  of  man.  The 
other  perfon  is  Mr.  Froft,  who  I  fhould  likewife  obferve  is  not 
called  as  a  witnefs  in  this  caufe  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner.  Mr. 
Froft  made  himfelf  a  little  obnoxious  to  the  government  of  this 
country,  and  afterwards  became  the  object  of  a  profecution. 
When  this  addrefs  was  prefented  to  the  National  Convention  of 
France,  the  Prefident  (the  fpeaker  of  the  French  National  Af* 
feoiblv)  perfectly  underftood  the  fubjed.  You  may  recoiled* 
Gentlemen,   that  there  was  an  addrefs   pronounced   by    thofe 

fentlemen  who  prefented  this  addrefs.      Mr.  Barlow  and  Mr* 
roft  were  admitted  to  the  bar — Mr.  Froft    thus    addrefled 
them: — 

*  Citizens  of  France,  we  are  deputed  from  the  Patriotic  So- 
ciety for  Conftitutional  Information  in  London,  to  prefent  to  you 
their  congratulations  on  the  triumphs  of  liberty  before  the  epocha 
of  your  Revolution*  This  fociety  had  laboured  long  in  the 
caufe  with  little  profpe&  of  fuccefs."  What  is  this  but  faying 
that  this  fociety  had  been  employing  itfelf  on  the  fame  principles 
as  the  French  National  Convention?  "Conceive  then  their 
exultations  of  gratitude,  when,  by  the  aftonifhing  efforts  of  your 
nation,  they  beheld  the  reign  of  reafon  acquiring  an  extension 
and  folidity  which  promifed  to  reward  the  labour  of  all  good 
meji,  by  fccuring  the  happinefs  of  their  fellow-creatures." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  if  this  fociety  had  made  this  addrefs  to  the 
Aflembly  which  framed  the  conftitution  of  1791,  it  might  have 
admitted,  in  fome  degree,  of  a  different  conftru&ion ;  but  they 
qever  addrefled  that  Aflembly  which  framed  the  conftitution  of 
1 791.     Why?      Becaufe  that  Aflembly  had  not  brought   the 
Revolution  to  this  point  of  perfection,  and  therefore  it  was  they 
never  addrefled  the  Aflembly  which  framed  the  conftitution  of 
1791 ;  on  the  contrary,  till  this  Revolution  of  the  10th  of  Auguft 
takes  place,  they  had  no  idea  of  entering  into  this  fort  of  cor- 
refpondence  with  the  French ;  they  then  make  thefe  addrefles  to 
the  French  Convention,  at  the  fame  time  declaring,  that,  before 
this  Revolution,  the  fociety  had  employed  itfelf  on  the  fubje£fc 
with  little  hopes  of  fuccefs.     They  add — w  Innumerable  focie— 
ties  of  a  fimilar  nature  are  now  forming  in  every  part  of  £ng^ 
land,  Scotland, -and  Ireland.     The  minds  of  all  receive,  from 
this  circumftance,  that  which  leads  them  to  fathom  the  abufes  of 
government,  and  the  fimple  means  of  a  reform.     After  the  ex- 
ample which  France  has  given,  the  fcience  of  revolutions  wil] 
be  rendered  eafy,   and  the  progrefs  of  reafon  will  be  rapid.** 
How  was  this  Revolution  effected  in  France  ?     By  an  afleinbly 
of  the.  people  lawfully  affemblcd  under  the  authority  g£  the  Kincr 
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re  the" ancient  ftatutes  required?    No-;  but  an  affembly 'taking 
upon  themfelves,  of  their  own  authority,  to  declare  themfelves 
to  be  a  Convention  of  the  People :  From  that  moment,  the  late 
King  of  France  was  depofed  \  in  fed,  from  that  moment,  the 
French  Revolution  began,  and  proceeded  to  its  prefent  ftate. 
Thev  fay — «  After  example  given  by  France,  the  fcience  of 
revolutions  will  be  rendered  eafy,   and  the  progrefs  of  rifing 
liberty  rapid ;  and  it  would  not  be  ftrange  if,  in  a  pferiod  not  far 
fliort  of  what  we  fhould  venture  to  predift,  addreffes  of  felicita- 
tion fhould  crofs  the  feas  to  a  National  Convention  of  England/* 
What  could  this  have  to  do  with  a  meeting  for  a  reform  in  Par- 
liament ?     What  coujd  be  the  objeft  they  had  in' view  in  this 
addrefs  ?     What  is  the  meaning  of  the  National  Convention  o/ 
England  there  ?     Is  it  a  meeting  for  the  purpofe  of  petitioning 
Parliament  for  a  reform  in  Parliament  ?    Now,  Gentlemen,  what 
can  it  mean,  but  a  Convention,  affuming  all  the  powers  of  go- 
vernment, precifely  the  fame  as  the  Convention  of  France  at  that 
time  did  ?     Is  there  any  other  conftru&ion  can  be  put  on  thefe 
words  ?     Have  they  brought  any  one  fingle  man  of  the  fociety 
to  {hew  that  that  conftru&ion  ought  not  to  be  put  on  thefe  words  I 
The  Prefident  of  the  National  Affembly,  no  doubt,  knew  what 
was  the  meaning  to  be  put  on  them :  he  immediately  enters  into 
their  views,  calls  them  generous  republicans ;  he  could  not  have 
the  leaft  idea  that  they  were  the  friends  to  the  Houfe  of  Peers, 
the  old  peerage;  as  to  the  new  Peers,  the  fkip-jacks,  I  am  told 
they  were  offenlive:  one  of  the  witneffes  faid,  that  fuch  abufes 
as  them  were  to  be  remedied.     **  Generous  republicans,  your 
appearance  in  this  place  will  form  an  epoch  in  the  hiftory  of 
mankind.    Hiftory  will  confecrate  the  day  when,  from  a  nation 
regarded  a  sa  rival,  in  the  name  of  a  great  number  of  your  fellow- 
citizens,  you  appeared  in  the  midft  of  the  National  Convention 
of  France ;  and  (he  will  not  forget  to  recount,  that  our  hearts 
expanded  at  the  event.     Tell  the  fociety  who  deputed  you,  and 
aflfure  your  fellow-citizens  in  general,  that,  in  your  friends,  the 
French,  you  have  found  men." — (Treating,  therefore,  the  French 
as  their  particular  friends,  and  taking  this  in  connection  with 
this  paflage  in  the  feme  addrefs,)  "the  fupportcrs  of  our  liberty, 
who  will  one  day  be  the  fupporters  of  your  own.    You  command 
tour  efteem — you  will  accept  our  gratitude — the  forts  of  liberty 
throughout  the  world  will  never  forget  their  obligations  to  the 
Englifh  nation — the  fhades  of  Pym,  of  Hampden,  and  of  Sidney, 
are  hovering  over  your  heads;  and  the  moment  cannot  be  diftant, 
when  the  people  of  France  wijl  offer  their  congratulations  to  a 
National  Convention  in  England." 

Why,  Gentlemen,  the  Prefident  of  the  National  Affembly 
doubted  not  but  the  moment  would  foon  arriv'e  in  which  the 
French  would  bring  congratulations  to  the  National  Affembly 

of  Great  Britain,    is  it  poffible  to  explain  thefe  tranfaOions  in 
'•        •  3I2  any 
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any  cither  fcnfe  than  what  I  have  put  upon  them  ?  If  it  be  nob 
then  why  have  not  feme  perfons  or  other  appeared  to  give  them 
what  they  conceive  to  be  the  true  meaning  and  true  fenfe  of  the 
lociety  ?  And  you  will  obferve,  that  a  great  deal  of  evidence  has 
been  given  in  this  trial  for  the  purpofe  of  making  conftrudion 
of  the  fame  fort ;  and  When  people  attempt  to  give  conftrudions 
to  words  ufed  in  one  cafe,  and  not  in  another,  it  muft  at  leaft 
be  taken,  that  in  that  cafe  in  which  they  do  not  give  any  evi- 
dence of  the  conftru&ion  of  words,  then  the  conftru&ion  muft 
be  taken  in  the  way  that  the  words  import;  and  thefe  words, 
taken  in  their  plain  and  obvious  conftrudion,  can  irnport  nothing 
elfe  than  a  complete  defign  formed  in  this  country  for  bringing 
about  a  National  Convention  of  Great  Britain ;  to  which  Na- 
tional Convention,  having  in  itfelf  all  legiflative  and  executive 
powers  of  government,  that  National  Auembly  of  France  was 
to  fend  its  congratulations* 

Gentlemen,  it  lhould  be  alfo  obferved,  that  the  Convention, 
by  their  decrees  of  the  19th  of  November  and  15th  of  Decem- 
ber, 1792,  decrees  fo  well  known,  had  adopted  that  fort  of  mode 
of  defence  which  had  been  fuggefted  to  them  as  the  beft  means  to 
fecure  their  own — namely,  that  of  giving  liberty  to  Europe  $ 
and  they  had  declared,  in  the  name  of  the  French  nation,  that 
they  would  grant  fraternity  and  affift  all  people  that  would  wifli 
to  recover  their  liberty ;  in  which  they  muft  include  the  people 
of  England,  becaufe  the  London  Correfponding  Society  had  de- 
clared the  people  of  England  were  flaves.  So  that,  Gentlemen, 
the  French  had  declared,  they  would  not  permit  the  reformation 
in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  tor  that  they  would  compel  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  to  accept  a  government  formed  on  the  princi- 
ples of  the  fovereignty  of  the  people ;  and  if  they  refufe  or  re- 
nounce liberty  or  equality  on  thefe  terms,  that  they  would  treat 
the  people  of  this  country  as  enemies. 

Lord  PrefidtnU  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  if  you  pleafe,  we  will 
break  off  here  for  to-night  I  think  we  had  better  adjourn  now, 
as  it  will  be  impoftible  tor  any  human  powers  to  fuftain  it,  to 
fum  up  after  you  have  done*  We  fhall  Ipfe  no  time  by  flopping 
here  for  to-night ;  for  faving  an  hour  to-night  will  only  be  lofing 
an  hour  in  the  morning. 

At  half  paft  twelve  o'clock  the  Court  adjourned  till  Tuefday 
morning  eight  o'clock. 


{End  rf  tbt  Sixth 
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Tuesday  Morning,  November  4,  1794. 
THE  Court  met  at  nine  o'clock,  purfuant  to  adjournment 

PRESENT, 

Lord  Chief  Justice  Eyre,  Lord  President, 

Lord  Chief  Baron,    -        I     Mr.  Justice  Buller, 
Baron  Hotham,  |     Mr.  Justice  Grose. 


CONTINUATION  OF  THE  REPLY  OF  MR.  SOLICITOR 

GENERAL. 

Gentlemen  of  the  Jury -, 

When  I  had  the  honour  to  addrefs  you  laft,  I  concluded,  after 
having  ftated  to  you  the  general  idea  I  had  of  the  perfons  who 
engaged  in  the  tranfactions  which  have  been  proved  m  evidence 
before  you,  how  far  they  implicated,  though  not  fpecifically  and 
precifely,  but  how  far  generally  I  conceive  they  implicated  the 
prifoner ;  what  was  his  character  in  the  tranfaction,  and  what  was 
the  character  of  thofe  who  were  agents  in  it ;  profeffing  to  con-* 
fider  and  believe,  that  the  vaft  majority  of  perfons  engaged  were 
not  of  that  defcription  to  whom  that  highly  criminal  intent  im- 
puted to  the  prifoner  ought  to  be  imputed :  having  alfo  ftated  to 
you  what  I  conceive  clearly  to  be  the  law  upon  the  fubject,  under 
the  direction  of  my  Lords  on  tfye  bench,  you  will  be  of  opinion 
that  what  I  have  ftated  as  the  law,  is  really  and  unqueftionably 
the  law  of  the  land,  as  derived  and  handed  down  to  us  now  for 
near  a  period  of  betweeen  four  and  five  hundred  years. 

Having  proceeded  then  to  ftate  to  you  what  appeared  to  be 
from  the  evidence,  as  far  as  I  went  through  it,  the  views,  ofe* 
jects,  and  intentions  of  the  perfons  concerned  in  thefe  transac- 
tions, I  had  arrived  at  that  period  when  thefe  focieties  had  ad- 
drefled  the  National  Convention  of  France j  and  I  had  obferved 
conftderably  at  large  upon  that  tranfaction,  and  I  infilled  on  it» 
becaufe  it  appeared  to  me  to  be  a  tranfaction  which  (hewed  their 
views,  their  intentions,  and  their  objects,  fo  clearly,  fo  plainly, 
and  fo  irrefragably,  that  I  thought  it  impoftible,  in  any  part  of 
the  cafe,  more  ftrongly  to  imprefs  upon  your  minds. what  thole 
views,  what  thofe  intentions,  and  what  thofe  objects  were,  and 
how  they  meant  finally  to  accomplifh  thofe  views,  intentions, 
and  objects — namely,  oy  aflembling  a  National  Convention. 

I  think,  Gentlemen,  if  you  advert  fimply  and  only  to  thofe 
two  addreffes,  to  that  fort  of  introduction  to  one  of  them,  when 
it  was  prefented  to  the  National  Affembly  by  Mr.  Barlow  and  Mr. 
Froft,  and  to  the  anfwer  which  was  given  by  the  Prefident  of 
the  National  Convention— >an  aafwpr>  in  which  no  kind  of  fraud, 

difguife* 
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difguife,  or  collufion  was  neceflary,  in  which,  on  the  contrary, 
the  plain  truth  was  mod  likely  to  appear,  you  can  have  no  doubt 
in  your  minds  of  the  obje&s  and  intentions  of  the  prifoner  at  the 
bar*  and  all  thofe  who  were  fo  far  concerned  in  it,  as  to  have  a 
complete  connection  with  that  tranfa&ion,  that  their  views  and 
intentions  were  nothing  lefs  than  the  deftruAion  of  the  eovern- 
ment  of  this  country—-!  mean,  "by  a  Convention  of  the  People ; 
and  toeftablifh  it  in  the  room  of  that  government,  under  which  this 
country  has  been  hlefled,  in  fpite  of  all  the  abufes  which  belong  to 
it,  and  abufes  will  belong  to  every  government,  and  perhaps  very 
abominable  abufes  may  belong  to  this  country;  I  will  not  diffemble 
that  there  may  be  fuch,  and  which,  as  far  as  lies  in  my  power,  I 
fhal)  think  it  my  duty  to  bring  forward  as  foon  as  I  can — In  what- 
ever fituation  a  man  may  ftand  in  a  country,  he  has  that  intereft  m 
it  which  is  far  dearer  to  him  than  any  thing  elfe :  and  as  may  be 
laid  iiv  a  religious  view,  we  are  taught  what  can  a  man  give  in 
exchange  for  his  foul  ?  fo  in  a  civil  and  political  view  it  may  be 
laid,  what  can  a  man  give  in  exchange  for  his  liberty  ?    Nothing 
can  be  a  fufficient  compenfation  for  the  lofs  of  that  j  in  compa- 
jifon  of  which,  honour,  riches,  dignity,  are  nothing. 

Gentlemen,  having  ftated  to  you  what  appeared  to  me  to  be 
the  reafonable  comment  upon  the  tranfadion  with  France  that  I 
have  related,  I  will  juft  notice  to  you  the  obfervations  upon  it 
which  naturally  occur  as  to  thofe  who  are  concerned  in  this  con- 
spiracy. 

And,  Gentlemen,  I  muft  here  obferve,  under  the  correction 
of  his  Lord/hip— ~aa  it  has  been  extremely  difficult,  in  the  courfc 
of  this  lone  trial,  to  be  certain  of  all  the  papers  that  have  been 
produced,  I  may  by  poffibility,  but  I  am  fure  it  is  unintentionally, 
mention  fome  papers  which  may  not  have  been  read,  but  I  wiih 
my  learned  friends  would  corredt  me  if  I  fhould.  What  I  am 
going  to  ftate  to  you,  was  a  letter  from  the  fociety  at  Stockport, 
to  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  dated  the  3d  of  November,  1792. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  you  will  recolleft,  that  with  refpeift  to  all 
the  letters  which  have  been  produced  except  one,  not  a  finrie 
obfervation  has  been  made  by  my  learned  friends,  except  that 
letter  from  Norwhich,  which  1  fliall  notice  prefently. 

This  letter  is  dated  the  3d  of  November,  1792;  it  is  a  letter 
from  the  fociety  at  Stockport  to  the  prifoner,  and  in  that  letter 
thev  fay  this — M I  am  direfted  by  the  friends  of  univerfa!  peace 
and  the  rights  of  man."  Which  very  title,  I  diink,  if  yon 
advert  to  it,  plainly  fliews,  what  the  intention  and  objed  of  thefe 
parties  were.  For  you  will  recoiled,  and  the  thought  occurs  to  me 
at  the  moment,  that  the  idea  that  has  been  conceived  by  thefe 
perfbns  was  an  enthufiafm,  but  an  enthufiafm  dangerous  in  the 
higheft  degree  j  the  idea  they  conceived  was,  that  by  Ac  efta- 
bliihment  of  the  rights  of  man,  unlverfal  peace  would  be  efta- 
fcliihed  throughout  the  world.    When,  therefore,  perfons  aflume 


[    43»    ] 

the  appellation  of  the  friends  of  univerfal  peace,  and  of  the  righfe 
of  man,  they  plainly  declare,  that  they  have  not  in  view  any  re- 
form in  the  government  of  this  country,  as  now  eftabliftied,  be- 
caufe  it  is,  according  to  their  declarations,  inconfiftent  not  only 
with  what  their  conceptions  were  of  the  rights  of  man,  but  with 
what  their  conceptions  were  of  univerfal  peace  5  for  their  idea 
of  the  means  of  procuring  univerfal  peace  was  this— that  by 
eftablifhing  reprefentative  government  throughout  the  world, 
the  interefts  of  the  people  would  be  fo  immediately  confidered 
by  the  government  of  every  country,  that  wars  would  ceafe,  and 
univerfal  peace  be  eftabliftied  throughout  the  univerfe*— that  the 
world  would  be,  in  effeft,  one  nation* 

You  will  recoiled,  that  that  has  appeared  in  a  variety  of  in- 
ftances  in  the  papers  that  have  been  produced  to  you.  That  en- 
thufiafm  they  certainly  had,  and  an  enthuiiafm  as  dangerous  to 
government  as  any  that  ever  exifted — as  dangerous  as  thofe  of 
the  Millenarians  or  fifth-monarchy-men,  who  in  the  l^ft  century 
occasioned  fome  difturbances  in  this  country,  under  an  impre£ 
fion  on  their  minds  that  Chrift  was  then  to  come,  and  eftablifh 
his  kingdom  upon  the  earth,  and  there  was  to  be  univerfal  peace 
And  good- will  towards  men,  what  they  called  the  kingdom  of 
the  faints.  You  may  remember,  that  they  made  an  infiirre&ion 
in  the  time  of  Charles  IL  It  was  fupprefled  by  a  very  few.  A 
fimilar  infurrection  was  made  in  Cromwell's  time,  but  fupprefled; 
but  the  perfons  concerned  in  that  tranfa&ion  to  the  very  laft 
perfifted  in  that  enthufiafm,  and  fome  of  them  declared  in  their 
laft  moments,. that  if  they  were  deceived,  they  were  deceived  by 
Heaven. 

But  the  fincerity  of  their  conception  of  thefe  ideas  does  not  at 
all  leffen  the  danger  nor  the  neceifity  for  the  government  of  the 
country,  if  men  are  fuffered  to  talk  fuch  blafphemous  language, 
the  enthufiafm  does  not  make  it  lefs  neceffaryibrthe  government 
of.  the  country  to  take  the  proper  means  for  fuppreffing  them.-— 
If  men  Ihould  take  it  in  their  heads  that  communion  of  goods 
was  part  of  the  Chriftian  religion,  and  ihould,  upon  that  ground, 
take  away  the  goods  of  their  neighbours,  they  muft  be  punifhed 
as  robbers,  becaufe  otherwife  it  is  impoflible  to  preferve  the  peace 
of  fociety  in  any  other  manner. 

Gentlemen,  I  have  digrefled  from  what  I  was  ftating,  by  a 
thought  which  occurred  to  me  at  the  moment.— -The  title  which 
the  Society  thought  proper  to  afllime,  in  this  their  letter,  is  this 
— The  Friends  of  Univerfal  Peace  and  the  Rights  of  Man.  This 
letter  fays — "I  am  direfted  by  the  Friends  of  Univerfal  Peace  and 
the  Rights  of  Man,  to  inform  you,  that  we  received  two  letters 
from  you ;  the  firft,  dated  September  21  ft,  requefting  us  to  con* 
cert  with  you,  on  tranfmitting  to  the  French  National  Conven- 
tion, an  addrefs  flgned  by  every  member."  The  other  goes  to 
that  which  is  not  very  material)  except  that  it  proves  that  the 

Londoa 
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London  Correfponding  Society  were  not  fimply  content  with  ad- 
drefling  the  Convention  themfelves,  but  they  attempted  to  pre- 
vail upon  all  the  other  focieties  to  do  the  fame,  which  they  con- 
ceive would  affift  the  caufe  to  a  very  great  degree.  And  in  a 
letter -of  the  prifoner's,  fetting  forth  his  opinion  of  addrefHng  the 
French  Convention,  it  is  ftated,  that  a  number  of  fignatures 
was  infinitely  better  than  any  fum  of  money  they  could  think  of 
fubferibing.  Then  they  fay — u  With  re(pe<9:  to  the  fubftance 
of  this  letter,"  the  letter  from  Stockport,  which  requefts  them 
to  concert  with  the  London  Corpefponding  Society,  on  tranf- 
mitting  an  addrefs  to  the  French  Convention, — «  with  refpe&  to 
the  fubftance  of  this  letter,  we  believe,  that  the  caufe  of  the 
French  is  that  of  every  individual  perfon  in  Europe,  that  is  not 
fattening  on  plunder,  or  through  ignorance,  obftinacy,  and  in- 
attention, fits  unconcerned,  and  will  not  be  perfuaded  to  confider, 
although  inevitable  ruin  fhould  be  the  awful  confequence." 

Here  you  fee,  Gentlemen,  this  fociety  at  Stockport  ftates  moil 
clearly,  what  it  confiders  as  the  object  of  fuch  an  addrefs  to  the 
French—that  they  confider  the  caufe  of  the  French  as  their  own 
caufe,  and  likewife  that  of  every  individual  in  Europe,  who  is 
not  fattening  on  plunder,  or  through  ignorance,  obftinacy,  and 
inattention,  fits  unconcerned,  and  will  not  be  perfuaded  to  con- 
fider, although  inevitable  ruin  fhould  be  the  awful  confequence. 
___a  We  therefore  think*  it  highly  neceflary  to  add  our  friendly 
aid  and  afliftance,  in  order  to  ftimulate  the  opprefled  friends  of 
freedom  in  France,  againft  all  the  defpots  in  Europe,  (who  are 
combined  againft  the  juft  and  eaual  rights  of  man,)  by  alluring 
them,  that  we  view  their  fignal  exertion  and  wonderful  vidory 
with  admiration,  together  with — "  Mark  this,  Gentlemen; 
u  together  ..with  the  extinction  of  treacherous  royalty,  and  the  re- 
ftoring  to  every  individual  his  equal  and  indubitable  rights  as 
fellow  men  ana  free  citizens,  and  that  our  hearts  are  united  with 
theirs,  as  in  one  common  caufe,  considering,  as  in  a  great 
meafure,   their  victory  our  emancipation,   together  with  their 


own." 


Now,  Gentlemen,  what  was  this  vi&ory?  The  glorious 
viftory  of  the  ioth  of  Auguft.  Why,  Gentlemen,  has  not 
this  fociety  at  Stockport  declared  its  views  in  the  moft  com- 
plete and  direft  terms  ?  And  tt  the  extin&ion  of  treacherous 
royalty,"  is  here  not  pointed  out  ambiguoufly,  not  pointed  out 
by  words  that  will  admit  of  a  different  conftni&ion,  but  by 
words  diredt  and  plain,  by  words  that  require  no  comment,  to 
which  no  anfwer  could  poffibly  be  given  s  and  to  which,  there- 
,  fore,  my  learned  friends  did  not  attempt  to  give  any  anfwer, 
and  on  which  they  did  not  attempt  to  make  any  obfervation. 

Gentlemen,  their  filencc  upon  that  fubjedt  is  convi&ion.  If 
they  could  have  got  rid  of  the  force  and  effect  of  this  letter, 
they  would  have  done  fo.    You  cannot  conceive  it  was  for  any 

want 
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want  of  ability,  or  that  it  was  for  any  want  of  induftry ;  for  I  am 
fure  when  you  heard,  more  efpecially,  what  fell  from  my  learned 
friend  who  fpoke  laft,  you  muft  acknowledge,  that  not  poflefling 
perhaps  all  the  ornaments  of  eloquence  which  fome  men  may 
poflefs,  though  at  the  fame  time  pofleffing  them  to  a  confiderable 
degree,  yet  as  a  judicious,  forcible,  able,  and  convincing  advo- 
cate, he  has  not  his  fuperior.  ¥ 

(Gentlemen,  obferve  the  manner  in  which  this  letter  proceeds  i 
a  Yet  fhould  it  ever  be  die  cafe  that  our  Miniftry  fhould  be  Kb 
perfidious  as,  contrary  to  their  pledged  faith  of  neutrality,  to 
join  the  execrable  band  of  defpots  againft  the  caufe  of  freedom, 
we  will  ftand  forward,  even  to  the  hazarding  of  our  lives,  by 
ufing  every  juftifiable  means  to  counteract  their  machinations, 
and  give  to  the  friends  of  freedom  all  the  encouragement  and 
fupport  which  we  feverally  unfupported  can  afford." 

Why,  Gentlemen,  is  not  that  a  clear  and  plabi  declaration,  is 

not  that  faying,  without  a  doubt,  that,  confidering  the  caufe  of 

the  French  as  their  own  caufe — confidering  the  vi&ories  of  the 

French  as  their  own  vidories — confidering  the  emancipation  o£ 

the  French  as  their  own  emancipation— eager  themfelves  to  pro~ 

ceed  to  the  extindion  of  what  they  call  treacherous  royalty,  and 

to  reftore  to  every  individual  his  equal  and  indubitable  rights  as 

fellow  men  and  free  citizens,  they  would  do  this  to  the  hazarding 

of  their  lives  i     Why,  Gentlemen,  it  feems  to  me,  that  it  is 

impoffihle  to  conceive  a  more  complete  comment  upon  thofe  ad- 

dreffes  to  the  National  Convention,  than  that  which  is  contained 

in  this  letter.    It  is  impoffible,  when  we  advert  to  the  contents 

tf  this  letter,  to  have  a  doubt  what  were  the  obje&s,  views,  and 

intentions  of  thefe  people. 

But,   Gentlemen,  what  is  that  letter  from.  Norwich*  upon; 
which  fo  much  obfervation  has  been. made? 

Gentlemen,  I  am  now.  proceeding  to  obferve,  upon  a  letter 
from  Norwich*  upon  which  my  learned  friend  didtxxndefoend  to 
obferve — I  fuppofe,  under  the  impreffionthat.it  was  neceflary 
for  them  to  take  notice  of  fomething,  and  without  any  very 
clear  view,  I  fhould  apprehend,  in  the  fele&ianstbey  have  maw 
of  it,  unlefe  they  poffibly  fqund,  that  in  the  courfc  of  the  evi- 
dence that  was  given,  there  was  very  confiderable  allufion  to  it^ 
and  therefore  they  thought  it.  could  not  poffiUy  efcape  notice.**-* 
That  letter  is  dated  November  1 1,  1792,  the  letter  from  Stock- 
port was  on  the  3d  of  the  fame  November.  . 

Now,  this  letter  from  Norwich,  you  will  recolle£b,  was  made 
the  fubje£t  even  of  debate  in  the.  meetings  of  the  focieties;  and 
it  ftates,  that  "  The  Society  for  Political  Information  are  defirous 
of  holding,  and  ftrenuoufly  fupporting*  the  noble,  fentiments 
which  you  fo  lately  and  friendly  difpcrfed  among  usj  and  as  we  fo 
much  admire  your  well-adapted  plan  for  a  reformation  elf  the  ftate* 
permit  us,  with  the  utmrit  deference  to  your  worthy  Society,  >o 
Vol.  U.  3  K  participate 
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participate  with  you  in  all  your  national  correfpondence,  which 
your  very  name  promifes  to  maintain ;  and,  in  confequence  there- 
of, it  is  numbly  defired  by  the  fociety  which  I  have  die  happinefs 
to  reprefent,  to  incorporate  three  members  with  your  worthy 
fraternity."  (And  then  the  three  names  of  the  three  perfons  are 
mentioned.)  a  Our  principal  defign  in  doing  this,  is,  that  we 
may  have  an  opportunity  of  knowing  more  exaftly  what  may  be 
thought  the  molt  eligible  fteps  to  be  taken  in  carrying  on  this 
great  bufinefsof  our  aflbciated  brethren,  and  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  afk  fuch  ibrt  of  queftions  as  may  be  thought  very  rea- 
sonable atrfong  the  brethren,  efpecially  when  we  think  that  publi- 
cations are  covered  with  a  fort  of  obfcurity  in  them,  as  the  Shef- 
field people's  declaration,  which  feemed  determined  to  fupport 
the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  only." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  you  fee  this  fociety  perceives  a  fort  of  ob- 
fcurity in  the  declarations  of  the  Sheffield  Society,  and  ftates  in 
what  it  conceived  that  obfcurity  to  confift :  tt  —efpecially  when 
we  think  that  publications  are  covered  with  a  fort  of  obfcurity 
in  them,  as  the  Sheffield  people's  declaration,  which  feemed  de- 
termined to  fupport  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  only." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  you  will  recoiled,  that  plan  of  the  Duke 
of  Richmond,  which  however  I  think  wild  and  extravagant,  was 
a  plan  which  had  no  other  obje£fc  whatever  than  that  of  reforming 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  in  this  country,  by  making  all  perfons 
who  were  of  a  certain  age,  and  not  liable  to  certain  objections, 
capable  ofgiving  their  votes  for  the  eledion  of  members  of  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  dividing  the  whole  country  into  diftrids 
for  that  purpofe,  and  allotting,  I  think,  about  two  thoufknd  fix 
fiundred  votes  to  the  eleflion  of  every  member,  and  making  the 
members  about  five  hundred.  So  that  he  had  not,  in  any  de- 
gree, in  view,  the  giving  the  right  of  equal  adive  citteenfhip, 
which  is,  the  right  of  every  man  to  a  {hare  in  the  government  of 
the  country;,  but  confining  himfelf  to  the  idea  of  giving  to  every 
man  the  right  of  choofing  the  perfons  by  whom  the  laws  by 
which  he  wai\  to  be  governed  were  made.  The  diftin£Hon  is 
very  plain,  but  not  eaiily  found  out  by  the  Sheffield  people.  This 
letter  fays,  that  a  number  of  people  thought  the  Sheffield  people 
did  not  mean  to  go  the  length  they  intended,  for  they  fay  that  the 
Sheffield  peoplef  feemed  determined  to  fupport  the  Duke  of  Rich* 
mond's  plan  only.  Then  it  fays— «  But  fince  we  find  in  a 
printed  letter  deceived  from  them  in  a  book,  that  they  mean  to 
abide  by  fome  moderate  reform,  as  may  hereafter  be  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Friends  of  the  People — ." 

You  will  recoiled;  in  the  interval,  that  the  Society  of  the 
Friends  of  die  People  was  eftablifhed,  and  who  profefTed  to  have 
in  view  a  moderate  reform,  and  who,  if  you  may  judge  from  the 
evidence  given  at  the  bar  from  fome  of  the  members,  never  con- 
fidered  a  moderate  reform  to  come  even  within  the  Duke  of 
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Richmond's  plan ;  they  thought  it  wild  and  extravagant  The 
letter  adds— "which  method  is  uncertain  to  us.M  Again  the 
letter  adds — u  We  find  that  the  Friends  of  the  People  and  the 
Society  for  Constitutional  Information,  do  not  exa&ly  agree."— + 
You  will  recollect,  that  the  Friends  of  the  People  and  the 
Society  for  Conftitutional  Information  fo  very  little  agree,  that 
the  Friends  of  the  People  declare,  they  will  nave  nothing  more 
to  do  with  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information.  Why  ? 
Becaufe  they  faw  clearly  that  the  Friends  of  the  People  had  in 
view  a  reform  in  the  Commons*  Houfe  of  Parliament  ;  but  thefe 
had  in  view  what  is  called  all  Mr.  Paine's  plan  for  public  benefit 
— all  the  do£trines  laid  down  in-  Mr.  Paine's  works,  including 
the  ,extin<ftion  of  royalty,  the  extinction  of  ariftocracy,  and  the 
eftabliihment  of  pcrfed  reprefentation. 

The  Norwich  letter  proceeds,  after  having  obferved  that  the 
Friends  of  the  People  and  the  Conftitutional  Society  do  not  ex- 
actly agree,  "  — would  be  glad  to  know  the  reafon.  It  feems 
to  me,  as  though  the  difference  was  this:  the  Friends  of  the 
People  mean  omy  a  partial  reform,  becaufe  they  leave  out  the 
words  expreffing  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan,  and  talk  only  of 
a  reform ;  while  the  Manchester  people  feem  to  intimate,  by 
addreffing  Mr.  Paine,  as  though  they  were  intent  upon  republi- 
can principles  only." 

Why,  Gentlemen,  addrefs  Mr. Paine?  We  are  accufed  of 
preffing  hard  upon  the  prifoner's  addreffing  Mr.  Paine.  Did  not 
the  Norwich  Society  underftand  it  completely  in  the  fame  light  i 
This  Norwich  Society,  with  whom  he  corresponded,  confidered, 
that  by  addreffing  Mr.  Paine,  they  were  intent  upon  republican 
principles  only.  The  Friends  of  the  People  had  put  the  fame 
conftru&ion  upon  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information. 

The  letter  proceeds — u  Now  to  come  clofer  to  the  main 
queftion :  it  is  only  defired  to  know,"  (conceiving,  that  the  leaft 
they  had  in  view  was  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan,)  «  whether 
the  generality  of  the  focieties  mean  to  reft  iatisfied  with  the 
Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  only ;"  (that  is,  whether  you  ftruggle 
for  more,  or  will  be  contented  with  that,  for  that  is  what  only 
can  be  meant  by  the  word,)  "  or,  whether  it  is  their  private  . 
defign  to  rip  up  monarchy  by  the  roots,  and  place  democracy 
in  its  ftead." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  when  we  attend  to  this  letter,  it  is  im- 
poffible  not  to  conceive,  that  this  Norwich  Society,  floating  in 
a  degree  of  uncertainty  with  refpeft  to  the  views  of  other  fo- 
cieties, was  difpofed,  perhaps,  to  be  content  with  the  Duke  of 
Richmond's  plan  only;  to  reft  fatisfied  with  it;  but,  at  the  fame 
time  to  obtain  whatever  it  could  beyond  it j  and  that  this  letter 
was  written  for  the  purpofe  for  which  it  was  fuppofed  by  the 
London  Correfponding  Society  to  have  been  written— for  the 
purpofe   of  knowing  what  was  the  true  and  real  fentiments  of 
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die  London  Corrcfponding  Society.    Now,  Gentlemen,  if  the 
London  Correfponding  Society  had  intended  to  hold  facred  the 
monarchy  of  the  country,  to  hold  (acred  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and 
bad  xio  oojcft  in  view,  out  eftablifliing  a  new  conftitution  of  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  by  univerfal  fuffragc  and  annual  Parlia- 
ments,   what  anfwer  would  they  have   given  to  this  letter? 
Would  they  have  hefitated  in  anfwering?   Would  they  have  de- 
fcribed  as  in  Lynam's  evidence,  and  by  the  way  I  will  obferve, 
that  Lynam's  evidence  throughout  has  been  liable  to  be  xontra- 
di&ed  by  hundreds  of  perfons ;  and  not  one  perfon  is  called  to 
contradid  a  fyllable  of  it — would  they  have  deliberated  as  he 
has  defcribed  them  ?  Would  they  not  have  thought,  that  this  let- 
ter  was  framed  to  draw  them  into  feme  incautious  declaration, 
and  that  in  confequence  they  might  be  brought  into  feme  diffi- 
culty i  Their  anfwer,  in  that  cafe,  to  this  letter  would  have  been, 
You  totally  miftake  us  j  we  have  not  the  moft  diftant  idea  of 
what  you  fuppofe,  of  ripping  up  monarchy  by  the  roots,  and 
placing  democracy  in  its  ftead ;  our  view  is  (imply  and  only  a 
reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  upon  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
plan.    The  anfwer  to  the  letter  was  the  moft  fimple  and  plain 
imaginable:  no  man  could  have  the  flighteft  doubt  that  fuch  an 
anfwer  would  have  been  returned;  it  never  could  have  been 
tnatter  for  confideration  or  confutation;  they  would  have  treated 
this  letter  not  as  a  letter  to  draw  them  in,  except  to  draw  them 
into  that  which  they  did  not  mean,  as  a  letter  which  ought  to  be 
rrieded  with  the  utmoft  contempt.     But  what  do  they  do? 
They  deliberate  .upon  this  letter,  which  is  dated  the  nth  of 
November,,  j 792,  and  at  laft,  upon  the  26th  of  November,  they 
lend  this  anfwer — it  was  firft  of  all,  a  gentlemen,"  but  that  is 
fcratched  out,  and  **  fellow-citizens"  put  in  its  place*    Now, 
Gentlemen,  obfervations  have  been  made  upon  the  word  citizen: 
uaqueftionably*  we  are  all  citizens  of  the  feme  ftate  $  and  when 
the  word  citizen  is  ufed  without  any  particular  allufion,  it  cer- 
tainly means  nothing  in  any  degree  improper ;  but  what  is  the 
comment  which  they  themfelves  have  given  upon  the  word  ci- 
tizen i    In  a  report  of  their  Committee  of  Conftitution,  they 
diftinguilh  between  citizen  and  fubje& — u  Citizen^  the  ancient 
appellation  given  to  the  members  of  free  ftates;  Subjeft  can  only, 
with  propriety,  be  applied  to  a  member  of  a  ftate,  whofe  govern- 
ment has  been  inftituted  by  foreign  conqueft,  or  the  prevalence 
of  a  domeftiq  fa&ion."    Thus  they  have  constantly,  if  you  will 
recoiled,  Gentlemen,  in  all  their  papers,   intimated  the  moft 
grofs  falfehood,  that  the  Britifh  Conftitution  was  a  government 
inftituted  by.  foreign  conqueft;  meaning  to  aflert,  as  Mr.  Paine 
thinks  proper  to  aifert,  moft  falfdy,  that  the  conftitution  of  the 
government  of  this  country  was  the  refult  of  the  Norman  con- 
queft; whereas,  in.  truth,,  all  the  alteration  that  conqueft  pro- 
duced was,  rather  an  alteration  in  the  axift  ocratic  part  of  the 
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conlHtution,  than  any  thing  elfe ;  and  you  muft  recoHe£t,  that 
the  Saxon  laws  and  inftitutions  are  the  whole  foundation  of  our 
government,  and  particularly  that  part  of  it  which  corrfifts  irt 
the  adminiftration  of  juftice,  which  is  the  great  fecurity  of  the 
liberties  of  the  fubject — Therefore,  the  word  fubjed  is  not  of 
the  (ante  import  with  them  as  when  ufed  by  others;  and  who 
aflert,  that  no  perfons  are  to  be  called  fubjeds  but  thofe  who  are 
members  of  a  ftate  whofe  government  has  been  instituted  by 
foreign  conqueft,  or  the  prevalence  of  a  domeftic  fadion.  They 
mean  to  aflert,  that  they  are  determined  no  longer  to  remain  the 
fubjeAs  of  the  Britifh  Government,  but  to  be  fellow-citizens  or 
fellow-kings  of  the  fame  ftate. 

Gentlemen,  the  letter  having  in  its  addrefs  the  alteration 
from  gentlemen  to  fellow-citizens,  proceeds — "  Your  letter  of 
the  I  ith  inftant  was,  by  the  fecretary,  laid  before  the  Committee 
of  Delegates  of  the  London  Correlponding  Society.  The 
London  Correfponding  Society,  having  never  before  heard  of 
your  fociety,  wifli  to  have  fome  further  information  con- 
cerning it,  as  to  its  origin,  its  principles,  and  the  number  of  its 
members :  fuch  an  account,  in  your  next  letter,  will  give  them 
great  (atisfadion." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  here  they  are  writing  to  a  fociety  which 
they  profefs  not  before  to  have  heard  of.    They  ought  to  hare 
been  particularly  cautious,  becaufe  they  could  not  have  any  poC 
fible  knowledge  of  that  which  they  here  enquire  after,  the  prin- 
ciples of  its  members*    The  letter  proceeds — «  They  do  not 
thoroughly  comprehend  how  it  would  be  poifible  to  incorporate 
with  our  fociety  three  of.  your  members  refiding  in  Norwich,  in 
as  much  as  it  would  be  impoffible  to  communicate  to  them,  at 
that  diftance,  all  our  correfpondence ;  and  they  could  not  attend 
our  committees  where  the  bufinefs  is  tranfaded.    If.  it  is  infor- 
mation you  want,  they  will  very  readily  anfwer  any  queftions 
you  may  put  to  them,  and  to  that  end  invite  you  to  a  regular 
correfpondence.     As  to  the  objed  they  have  in  view,  they  refer 
you  to  their  addrefles."    I  (hall  take  notice  of  thofe  addrefles 
presently,  of  which  my  learned  friend  reminds  me,  the  Gentlemen 
for  the  prifoner  have  taken  no  notice  whatever ;  not  one  fingle 
obfervation  has  been  made  upon  thefe  addrefles,  though  thefe 
addrefles  are  here  exprefsly  referred  to,  as  containing  the  objeds 
the  fociety  had  in  view;  and,  as  they  themfelves  fay,  containing 
the  objetts  which  they  had  in  view.    "  As  to  the  obiefts  they 
have  in  view,  they  refer  you  to  their  addrefles :  you  will  therein 
fee,    that,  they  mean  to  difleminate  political  knowledge,  and 
thereby  engage  the  judicious  part  of  the  nation  to  demand  a 
reftoration  of  their  rights  in  annual  Parliaments,  the  members  of 
thole  Parliaments  owing  their  eledion  to  the  unbought,  and  even 
unbiafled  fuffrage  of  every  citizen  in  pofleJfion  of  his  reafon, 
and  not  incapacitated  by  crimes*    They  confider  the  obtaining 
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of  fuch  Parliaments  to  be  the  ground-work  of  every  neceflary 
reform :  to  this,  therefore,  they  fteadily  adhere,  and  tarn  them- 
felves  neither  to  the  right  nor  to  the  left,  to  follow  any  other  plan 
whatever;  the  rules  and  orders  of  their  fociety  being  fo  plain  and 
eafy,  that  if  they  can  get  a  majority  of  the  nation  to  a£k  as  they 
do,  the  propofed  reform  will  effect  itfelf.     They  look  upon  the 
trifling  differences  that  may  have  arifen  between  the  feveral  fo- 
cieties  to  be  of  very  little  confequence,  and  think  they  will  fub- 
fid*  without  any  way  injuring  the  caufe."    That  trifling  difference 
confiding  in,  whetner  the.  fociety  meant  to  reft  fotisfied  with  the 
Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  only,  or  as  the  Friends  of  the  People, 
propofe  a  ftill  lefs  violent  meafure,  or,  as  the  Norwich  Society 
aflc,  whether  it  is  their  defign  to  rip  up  monarchy  by  its  roots, 
and  place  democracy  in  its  ftead  \  and  .you  obferve,  this  word 
.trifling  is  put  in  the  place  of  the  word  little.     They  go  on — 
u  They  think  it  a  matter  of  fmall  importance  whatever  name 
jou  may  choofe  to  adopt :  they  advife  you  to  follow  their  plan, 
and  divide  yourfelves  into  fmall  focieties,  each  of  which  to  choofe 
a  delegate  \  the  delegates;  when  met,  to  form  a  committee  and 
tranfadt  the  bufinefs  of  the  fociety 5  afterwards  let  each  delegate 
report  to  his  divifion  the  bufinefs  fo  done ;  let  him  admit  frefh 
members,  communicate  frtfh  intelligence,  promote  and  encou- 
rage political  difcuffion,  or  read  fuch  books  as  may  convey  the 
initruction  your  weaker   members  may  ftand  in  need  of."— 
Weaker  members;  a  term  very  much  in  ufe  at  one  time,  a  mind 
and  reafon  not  arrived  at  that  height  of  enthuiiafin,  for  what  they 
called  a  good  caufe.     *§  But  above  all,"  and  then,  Gentlemen, 
is  ftruck  out,  u  be  careful  to  preferve  good  order  among  you." 
Now  here  comes  the  words  which  fhew  the  meaning  of  the 
whole  of  this  letter.    The  queftion  put  to  them  was,  whether  it 
was  the  private  defign  to  rip  up  monarchy  by  the  roots,  and  place 
democracy  in  its  ftead.     See  what  anfwer  they  give  to  this— 
inftead  or   expreffing  their  indignation,  infteaa  of  faying,  How 
could  you  imagine  that  fuch  was  our  intentions,  how  could  you 
imagine  that  it  was  our  defign  to  rip  up  that  which  is  fo  etten- 
tial  to-  the  conftitution  of  this  country,  the  every  eflence  of  the 
government  of  this  country  being,  that  it  is  a  limited  monarchy, 
and  the  great  end  of  that  monarchy  being,  that  it  reduces  actions 
to  a  fingle  point,  fupprefles  ambition,  and  gives  us  this  fecurity, 
that  we  need  never  fear  a  Roberfpierre,  or  any  dictator,  becaufe 
we  have  a  King  at  the  head  of  all,  to  whofe  fituation  no  other 
pcrfon  can  afpire,  bufwhofe  fituation  is  fo  limited  by  bound  and 
known  prerogative,   that  he  cannot  abufe  it,  without  exciting 
the  jealoufy  of  all  ?     The  anfwer,  Gentlemen,  is  very  curious: 
it  is — <c  Let  no  difputes  be  carried  to  excels ;  leave  monarchyt 
democracy,  and  even  religion,  entirely  out  of  your  confideratioci ; 
never  diipute  on  thofe  topics."     What!  never  difpute  on  the 
topics  of  monarchy  and  democracy,  on  the  propriety  of  eftabUfli- 
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ing  the  one  or  the  other  as  the  government  of  a  country,  when 
perfons  are  confidering  what  ought  to  be  the  reform  and  govern- 
ment of  a  country  ?  tt  Let  your  endeavours  go  to  increafe  the 
number  of  thofe  who  wifli  for  a  full  and  equal  reprefentation  of 
the  people,  and  leave  td  a  Parliament,  fo  chofen,  to  form  plans 
for  remedying  the  exilting  abufes.  Should  they  not  then  anfwer 
yeur  expectations  at  the  year's  end,  you  may  choofe  others  in  their 
ftead." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  this  letter  which  recommends  leaving  mo- 
narchy, democracy,  and  even  religion,  entirely  alone,  in  effetSt 
ftates  a  plan  of  clear,  pure  democracy;  for  it  fays — tf  Let  vour 
endeavours  go  to  increafe  the  number  of  thofe  who  wifli  for  a 
full  and  equal  reprefentation  of  the  people,  and  leave  to  a  Par- 
liament, fo  chofen,  (that  is,  an  entire  Parliament,  chofen  by  a 
full  and  equal  reprefentation  of  the  people,  that  is,  an  ele&ive 
fenate,  for  it  can  mean  nothing  elfe,)  to  form  plans  for  remedying  . 
the  exifting  abufes.  Should  they  not  then  anfwer  your  expefta-f* 
tions  at  the  year's  end,  you  may  choofe  others  in  their  ftead. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  this  is  not  too  ftrong  a  comment  on  the 
words  I  have  obferved  upon,  tt  thofe  who  wifh  for  full  and  equal 
reprefentation  of  the  people,  and  leave  to  a  Parliament  fo  chofen," 
becaufe,  if  you  will  look  at  the  addrefs  of  the  London  Corre- 
fponding  Society  of  the  6th  of  Auguft,  1792,  they  fpeak  in 
clear,  {Jain,  and  unqueftionable  language,  of  a  Parliament  fo 
chofen,  as  that  which  is  to  accomplish  all  their  purpofes,  when 
they  referred  in  this  letter  to  their  addrefles ;  when  in  this  letter 
they  wrote  this  paflage,  the  fame  idea  preffed  upon  their  minds—- 
namely,  that  by  a  full  and  equal  reprefentation  of  the  people,  and 
that  by  a  Parliament  chofen  as  thev  there  ftate  it,  they  meant  a 
Parliament  wholly  eleftive,  excluhve  of  a  Houfe  of  Lords. 

And  you  will  obferve,  Gentlemen,  that  in  this  addrefs  of  the 
6th  of  Auguft,  1792,  they  defcribe  it  as  the  People's  Parliament; 
and  after  taking  notice  of  fome  things,  which  I  (hall  have  occa- 
fion  to  Obferve  upon  prefently,  they  lay,  numerous  other  reforms 
would  undoubtedly  take  place,  even  in  the  firft  feffion  of  Parlia- 
ment fo  ele&ed,  depending  only  upon  their  eledtors,  untorn  by 
fa&ion,  uncorrupted  by  the  Minifter,  and  uninfluenced  but  by 
the  public  good. 

Why,  Gentlemen,  if  their  views  went  merely  to  a  reform  in 
the  reprefentation  of  the  people  in  the  Commons1  Houfe  of  Par- 
liament, in  what  fenfe  could  they  have  ufed  thofe  worcls  ?  It  is 
clear  and  plain,  one  paper  refle&s  upon  another— it  is  clear  an<^ 
phun,  that  that  only  could  have  been  their  intention. 

Gentlemen,  the  letter  proceeds,  and  contains  fomething  which 
it  may  be  well  to  obferve  upon  at  thft  moment.     You  noticed 
the  language    of   this  letter  to  obferve  peace  and  good  order 
among  them— a  Let  no  difpute  be  carried  to  excefs ;» leave  mo- 
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narchy  and  democracy,  and  even  religion,  entirely  aGde ;  never 
difpute  on  thofe  topics." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  you  have  been  told,  that  the  prifoner  at 
the  bar  never  talked  of  the  abolition  of  monarchy,  never  talked 
of  tjie  abolition  of  the  Houfeof  Lords,  and  the  eftablifhment  of 
democracy;  but  all  his  language  was  only  of  the  Duke  of 
Richmond's  plan.  Grant  that  it  was  fo,  what  does  it  prove  i 
That  he  obferved  the  leflbn  he  taught  to  others,  and,  perhaps, 
which  this  very  letter  might  teach  him  to  obferve— to  a  leave 
monarchy,  democracy,  and  religion,  entirely  afide,  never  to 
difpute  on  thofe  topics ;  and  to  let  his  endeavours  only  go  to 
increafe  the  number  of  thofe  who  wifn  for  a  full  and  equal  re- 
presentation of  the  people,  (according  to  the  fenfe  he  meant  to 
life  thefe  words,)  and  to  leave  to  a  Parliament  fo  conftituted 
to  accomplish  every  obje&  that  he  wifhed." 

Gentlemen,  this  letter  proceeds— u  The  committee  offer  you 
every  af&ftance  in  their  power,  but  requeft  that  your  queftions 
may  relate  chiefly  to  the  method  of  obtaining  a  reform  in  Par- 
liament" Still  obferving  the  fame  line,  Don't  put  to  us  any 
fuch  aukward  queftions — whether  we  mean  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond's plan*  or  ^whether  we  mean  to  rip  up  monarchy  by  the 
roots,  and  place  democracy  in  its  ftcad ;  don't  afk  us  any  fuch 
aukward  queftions ;  we  don't  like  to  give  anfwer  to  them;  we 
requeft  that  your  queftions  may  relate  chiefly  to  the  method  of 
obtaining  a  reform  in  Parliament — "  Like  yourfelves,  they  are 
friends  to  peace,  not  anarchy;  welUwUhers  to  the  rights  of 
man,  and  yet  not  fo  {anguine  in  their  expectations  as  to  imagine, 
that  thofe  /ights  will  be  reftored  by  the  fpontaneous  confent  of 
thofe  who  have  fo  long  deprived  mankind  of  them."  You  will 
obferve,  this  letter  from  Norwich  concludes—"  I  (hall  iky  no 
more  at  prefent,  but  remain  a  friend  to  pe^ce,  not  to  anarchy, 
2  well-wifher  to  the  rights  of  man,  when  obtained  by  confent." 
In  the  anfwer  to  it  from  the  London  Correfponding -Society,  they 
take  up  the  fame  words,  faying,  like  themfelves  they  are  friends 
to  peace,  not  anarchy— well- withers  to  the  rights  of  man,  and 
yet  not  fo  fanguine  in  their  expectations  to  imagine,  that  their 
rights  will  be  reftored  by  the  Spontaneous  confent  of  thofe  who 
have  fo  long  deprived  mankind  of  them.  Why,  then,  you  fee^ 
they  exprefsly  declare,  that  their  views  are  not  of  that  peaceable 
difpofition  as  this  Norwich  Society — that  they  look  to  a  degree 
at  leaft  of  force,  to  take  from  the  exifting  government  of  the 
country  that  form  of  government  which  nas  been  eftablifhed 
againft  its  confent,  and  to  taking  it  by  fuch  means  as  they 
themfelves  (hall  provide'fqr  the  purpofe.    . 

Gentlemen,  you  will  obferve,  thefe  letters,  and  numberless 
others  of  Jthe  feme  defcription,  which  I  might  obferve  upon  to 
you,  clearly  and  diftin&ly,  as  it  fcems  to  me,  fliew  the  principles, 
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the  views,  and  the  intentions  of  the  perfons  who  were  engaged 
in  this  tranfaftion,  and  the  means  by  which  they  meant  finally 
to  accomplifh  their  intentions. 

Gentlemen,  I  think  that  we  may  fairly  judge  of  the  view9 
and  intentions,  and  even  of  the  principles  of  a  man,  not  only 
by  what  he  himfelf  declares,  but  by  thofe  of  the  company  he 
keeps ;  by  the  principles  of  thofe  whofe  charafter  and  whofe 
ads  he  approves ;  by  the  principles  of  his  publications ;  and  if 
I  am  told  I  am  not  to  judge  of  men  by  their  opinions,  but  by 
their  aftions,  I  anfwer,  I  muft  judge  of  the  objeft  of  their  ac- 
tions by  their  opinions. 

Let  me  afk  you,  Gentlemen,  fuppofe  the  Roman  Catholics  in 
the  reign  of  William  had  fet  about  a  reform  of  religion,  and 
for  that  purpofe  attempted  to  aflemble  a  convention  of  the  people, 
to  aft  as  the  convention  of  the  people  in  the  reform  of  religion, 
could  you  have  had  a  doubt  what  fort  of  reform  they  meant  to 
effeft  f  Could  you  have  had  a  doubt  that  they  meant  to  eftablifh 
Popery?  Would  a  doubt  of  it  have  exifted  in  the  mind  of  any 
man  whatever  ?  And  one  great  reafon  that  you  could  not  have 
had  a  doubt  of  it  would  be,  the  intolerant  principle  of  Popery: 
of  Popery  I  fay,  though  perhaps  not  of  the  Roman  Catholic  re* 
ligion,  becaufe  they,  I  know,  make  a  diftin&ion,  and  I  believe 
in  fome  degree  well  founded,  between  Papifts  and  Roman  Ca- 
tholics; but  the  majority  of  thofe  perfons  in  England  at  that 
time  were  Papifts,  I  believe,  though  not  fo  now.  When  we  ad- 
vert to  the  papers  here  which  have  been  laid  before  you,  do  not 
you  obfcrve  exaftly  the  very  fame  principle  of  intolerance? 
That  the  French  arejuft  as  intolerant  as  the  Papifts  ever  were; 
that  they  will  not  fuffer  any  fort  of  government  to  exift  in  the 
world  but  their  own  government,  becaufe  they  fay  that  the  go- 
vernment which  the  light  of  reafon  difcovers  to  man  ought  to 
prevail  all  over  the  world,  and  therefore  they  are  bound  in  con- 
fcience  to  eftablifh  it.  It  is  juft  the  fame  obligation  upon  con- 
fcience  in  matters  of  policy  as  the  Roman  Catholics  think  they 
have  in  matters  of  religion,  and  which,  in  a  certain  degree,  every 
man  has  in  matters  of  religion,  becaufe  every  man  thinks  he 
ought  to  perfuade  others  to  take  the  fame  means  in  purfuit  of 
happinefs  as  he  himfelf  thinks  to  be  right;  but  'applying  that 
to  government,  is  dangerous  in  the  higheft  degreej  and  tends  to 
the  deftruftion  of  every  ftate;  for  no  perfons  will  agree  upon  the 
queftion,  which  are  the  moft  proper  forms  of  government ;  no 
two  perfons,  perhaps,  ever  agreed  upon  that  fubjeft.  If,  there- 
fore, perfons  lay  down  certain  principles,  and  aft  on  this  ground, 
that  thofe  principles  are  fo  clearly  from  the  light  of  reafon,  that 
they  ought  to  be  eftabliihed  throughout  the  world,  and  that  it 
is  highly  meritorious  to  eftablifh  thofe  principles  throughout  the 
world,  they  aft  upon  a  principle  of  intolerance,  juft  as  great 
and  juft  as  dangerous  as  that. of  the  Papifts, 
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Gentlemen,  thefe  focieties,  during  the  years  1792,  r  793,  and 
1794,  profeffed  to  confider  no  government  as  lawful  but  this 
founded  upon  the  indefeafible  rights  of  man,  as  taught  the 
French  by  Mr.  Paine  and  Mr.  Barlow,  and  who  profeffed  to 
admire  every  thing  done  in  France — the  extinction  of  treache- 
rous royalty  and  all  hereditary  diftinctions,  a  confutation  of  pro- 
perty ;  and  by  and  by  there  is  a  paffage  in  one  of  the  papers  of 
the  London  Correfponding  Society  goes  very  near  to  the  confif- 
cation of  property — I  mean  that  with  refpeft  to  the  eflablifhment 
of  equal  active  citizenfhip ;  and  thofe  that  wrfli  to  fraternize 
with  them,  they  tender  .them  republican  alliance ;  they  call  for 
their  afliftance  in  the  great  work  of  the  emancipation  of  the 
World,  and  in  which,  according  to  their  own  declaration,  they 
muft  have  included  themfelvesj  for  they  have  repeatedly  declared 
they  confidered  themfelves  as  flaves,  and' have  repeatedly  declared 
that  they  confidered  the  glorious  victory  of  the  10th  of  Auguft 
not  only  as  effecting  the  emancipation  of  the  French,  but  ^lfo 
their  own  emancipation.  If  fuch  men,  therefore,  declare  their 
intention  to  reform  the  government  of  Britain,  and  take  fteps 
for  that  purpofe,  and  efpecially  if,  on  the  fteps  they  take,  they 
endeavour  to  affemble  a  Convention  that  fliould  adl  in  the  cha- 
racter of  a  Convention  of  the  People,  can  any  thing  but  the 
deftruction  of  the  Englifli  government  be,  their  end  ?  Is  it  pof- 
fible  to  imagine  that  any  other  object  can  be  their  end  ?  becaufe 
if  they  'fliould  once  have  it  in  their  power  to  effect  any  reform, 
can  they,  upon  their  principle,  flop  fhort  of  that  reform  which 
they  declare  can  only  conftitute  a  lawful  government  ?  It  is  not 
in  the  nature  of  things.  If  men  once  get  it  into  their  power  to 
make  a  reform,  and  lay  it  down  as  a  principle  that  the  only  juft 
rule  of  eftablifhing  a'  government  is  the  eftablifhment  of  the 
indefeafible  and  imprescriptible  rights  of  man,  with  all  their 
confequences,  the  neceffary  refult  is,  that  the  moment  they  get 
it  into  their  power  to  effect  'a  reform,  they  will  do  the  whole; 
it  is  impoffible  to  doubt  it. 

But,  Gentlemen,  I  fay,  it  is  not  limply  the  fentiments  which 
the  prifoner  and  others  have  declared,  by  what  -I  have  ftated 
to  you,  but  refolutions  to  act  upon  opinions.  Why,  Gentlemen, 
hy  their  addreffes  to  the  French  National  Convention,  they  have 
declared  not  only  their  opinion  and  their  wifli  to  make  that  go- 
vernment republican,  but  a  refolution  to  effect  it :  they  refolve 
that  they  mean  to  make  the  government  of  this  country  repub- 
lican, and  then  they  declare  they  have  entered  into  a  complete 
confpiracy  for  the  reformation  or  the  government  of  the  country; 
for  when  men  entertain  an  opinion,  and  enter  into  refolutions  to 
accomplifli  their  opinions,  that  is  a  confpiracy :  if  that  is  not  a 
confpiracy,  I  don't  know  what  is.  And  they  declare  not  only 
that  fucli  is  their  wifh,  their  opinion,  and  their  refolution,  but 
they  £hcw  and  declare  hgw  and  by  what  means  they  fhall  accom- 
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pliw  that  refolution,  and  to  bring  it  into  effect — namely,  th^t 
they  intend  to  bring  it  about  by  a  Convention  of  the  People,  and 
to  eftablifh  in  this  country  that  fort  of  government  which  fhould 
enable  the  French  National  Convention  to  addrefs  them,  notvas 
a  conftituted  affembly  merely,  but  as  the  governing  power"  of 
the  country. 

Gentlemen,  this  is  the  conftruction  that  has  been  put  upon 
fimilar  proceedings.  In  one  cafe,  the  cafe  of  Crohagan,  which 
was  mentioned  by  one  of  my  learned  friends — What  was  that 
cafe  ?  The  man  declared  his  opinion,  that  the  King  ought  ta 
be  killed  :  he  declared  his  wifh  to  effect  it ;  and  he  declared  his 
refolution  to  effect,  it,  if  he  could  come  at  him.  He  was  then  in 
Spain,  and,  having  done,  he  came  to  England.  What  was  the 
interpretation  the  Jury  put  upon  it?  It  was  this — that  he 
came  to  England  for  the  purpofe  of  effecting  that  refolution 
which  he  had  in  Spain  declared — namely,  that  he  would  kill  the. 
King,  if  ha  could  come  at  him ;  and  I  never  heard  the  authority 
of  that  decifion  controverted,  but  always  ftated  as  an  illuftration 
of  a  principle:  but  if  he  had  declared  not  only  that  he  had 
formed  this  refolution  of  killing  the  King,  but  that  he  intended 
to  do  it  by  a  particular  jnftrument,  and  afterwards  provided  fuch 
an  inftrurnent,  how  ftrongly  would  that  mew  his  purpofe  ?  And 
let  us  fuppofe  that  that  inftrurnent  was  of  a  particular  conftruc- 
tion,  not  what  was  ordinarily  ufed,  you  would  fay  there  was  not 
a  poffibility  of  doubt  of  what  could  be  his  intent.  '  Now,  let 
us  fee  how  this  Correfponding  Society,  and  thofe  that  were  in 
league  with  them,  (I  mean  the  leading  members,),  proceeded  to 
carry  that  refolution  into  effect,  which  it  feems  to  me  they  had , 
clearly  and  exprefsly  demonftrated  in  thofe  addreffes  to  the  Na- 
tional Convention,  and  in  the  addreffes  of  the  London  Corre- 
fponding Society,  which  I  (hall  prefently  mention  to  you,  and  in 
a  letter  which  1  have  obferved  upon — I  fay  let  us  fee  how  they 
proceeded  to  carry  them  into  effect. 

Gentlemen,  this  is  neceffarily  the  deduction  from  the  fact. 
But  what  is  the  reafon  ?  becaufe,  in  the  nature  of  the  thing,  a 
refolution  of  this  kind  could  not  be  carried  into  effect  in  a  mo- 
ment :  the  only  means  by  which  it  could  be  effected  was,  by 
raifing  up  a  ftrong  party  in  this  country  to  affift  them  and  co- 
operate with  them  in  the  completion  of  their  intention. 

Gentlemen,  the  Revolution  in  France  has  proceeded  from 
very  fmall  beginnings  to  the  height  at  which  it  has  arrived— 
traced  from  its  fource,  we  (hall  find  to  much  fimilar ity  between 
what  has  happened  there,  and  the  nature  of  the  attempt  made 
here,  fo  far  as  it  has  gone  in  this  country,  that  I  think  we  mail 
fee  that  the  difference  of  events  feas  arifen  from  the  difference  of 
circumftances.  The  ancient  government  of  France,  Gentle- 
men, had  become  fo  odious  to  all  ranks  of  the  people,  that  the 
opinion  of  the  people,  by  which  alone  a  government  can  be  fup- 
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ported,  failing  all  at  once,  the  whole  fabric  fell  together,  almoff 
without  a  ftruggle ;  and  it  was  obvious  to  every  one,  that  the 
meeting  of  the  States-General  in  the  year  1789,  muft  produce  a 
change  in  the  government  of  the  country ;  and  for  this  plain 
reafon — that  the  opinion  of  a  vaft  majority  of  the  people  was 
changed  with  refpefl  to  their  government,  and  when  that  (hall 
be  the  cafe,  the  government  of  no  country  can  ftand.  The 
government  of  Great  Britain,  on  the  contrary,  has  long  been 
an  objeft  of  attraction :  we  are  in  the  habit  of  confidering  that  it 
has  produced,  during  a  courfe  of  years,  great  public  good ;  we 
view  it  with  all  its  faults,  with  all  its  imperfections :  but  the 
refult  of  the  whole  is,  wifhing,  as  all  of  us  may  honeftly,  to 
give  it  as  much  perfection  as  we  can ;  and,  I  am  forry  to  fee 
many  of  the  abufes  which  prevail  in  it ;  yet,  notwithstanding, 
we  view  it  with  a  great  degree  of  attachment  and  reverence. 

We  may  be  told,  perhaps,  Gentlemen,  and  fo  we  have  been 
told  by  the  writers  upon  this  fubje£k,  that  all  this  is  prejudice. 
Prejudice,  Gentlemen !  what  are  the  opinions  we  form  ur*>n  the 

freateft  number  of  fubje&s,  but  fuch  as  may  be  deemed  preju- 
ices  ?  Why,  Gentlemen,  is  the  mind  of  any  man  capable  of 
reflecting  in  all  its  extent  upon  every  thing  which  comes  before 
his  view  ?  We  are  obliged  neceflarily  to  take  a  great  deal  by 
the  inftrucSHon  of  others,  which,  upon  the  whole,  makes  the  im- 
portant difference  between  men  of  education,  and  men  of  no 
education ;  for  education  is,  in  a  great  degree,  inftilling,  in  this 
point  of  view,  prejudices  in  the  mind  of  man ;  it  is  giving  them 
the  benefit  of  the  opinion  of  others,  teaching  them  in  early  life 
to  reft  fatisfied  with  the  deductions  which  have  brought  the  minds 
of  other  men  to  this  point,  to  take  them  as  data,  as  principles  on 
'which  they  proceed,  to  reafon  on  them,  and  to  aft  upon  them  in 
their  future  life.  Men  of  great  leifure  and  depth  of  penetration, 
who  have  the  opportunity  of  contemplating  obje&s  with  more 
minutenefs,  who  are  not  engaged  in  bufinefs  in  any  way  which 
diftracSb  their  attention,  fuch  men  may  fpeculate  upon  various 
fubjedts,  but  the  generality  of  men,  in  a  bufy  world,  can- 
not poffibly  have  leifure  for  fuch  fpeculations ;  and  the  great 
majority  or  the  people  in  every  country,  let  the  nature  of  its 
government  be  what  it  may,  muft  neceflarily  be  fo  much  em- 
ployed in  obtaining  the  ordinary  comforts  of  life,  that  it  is  im- 
poiiible  for  them  to  employ  their  minds  upon  fuch  fubjecSts  with 
any  good  degree  of  attention. 

Gentlemen,  this  fort  of  prejudice  it  is  which  influences  the 
minds  of  the  people,  with  relped  to  the  government  of  this  coun- 
try. It  poflefles  their  good  opinion.  Why  ?  Becaufe  they  have 
been  taught — becaufe  it  has  been  handed  down  to  them  by  their 
forefathers,  that  it  has,  for  a  great  courfe  of  years,  produced  a 
greater  portion  of  happinefs  to  the  people  of  the  country,  than 
What  has  been  enjoyed  from  the  government  of  other  countries. 

Why 
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Why  it  has  done  fo,  very  few  men  have  the  Ieifure  to  reflect, 
few  men  have  the  ability  to  purfue :  perhaps  no  man  is  capable 
of  viewing  it  in  all  its  extent,  in  all  its  confequences,  feeing  all 
the  minute  parts  of*  it,  how  they  move  one  in  another.  But  we 
know  that  the  refult  of  the  whole,  as  combined  in  principle  and 
pradice,  is  in  a  certain  extent  good,  and  therefore  we  are  at- 
tached to  it. 

This,  Gentlemen,  is  unqueftionably  a  degree  of  prejudice, 
but  it  is  that  fort  of  prejudice  by  which  a  government  muft  alone 
be  fupported — a  prejudice  of  public  opinion ;  and  the  firft  at- 
tempt to  deftroy  a  government  muft  neceflarily  be  to  deftroy  that 
prejudice  of  public  opinion  in  its  favour,  which  is  its  fupport* 
The  firft  operation  of  thofe  who  confpired  the  deftrudion  of  the 
government  of  France,  was,  unqueftionably,  to  deftroy  it  in  the 
public  opinion,  and  that  was  completely  effe&ed  before  the 
meeting  of  the  States-General  in  1789;  having  done  that,  they 
removed  every  thing  which  fupported  that  government,  and  it 
neceflarily  fell. 

Gentlemen,  thofe  who  have  imitated  the  proceedings  of  the 
French  in  this  country,  and  imitators  I  call  them — not  becaufe 
they  make  ufe  of  fucn  a  word  as  Convention,  not  becaufe  they 
talk  of  organizing,  and  appoint  committees  for  various  purpofes, 
fuch  as  were  made  ufe  of  in  the  French  Convention,  where,  I 
believe,  by  the  bye,  they  adopted  the  word  from  the  Englifh,  for 
I  doubt  wnether  it  is  a  French  word — but  becaufe  they  have 
proceeded  dire&ly  upon  the  plan,  which  has  fucceeded  in  France 
in  overturning  the  government,  and  proceeded  not  only  upon 
the  plan  which  deftroyed  the  government  previous  to  1789,  but 
which  deftroyed  the  conftitution  of  1791,  which  was  the  moll 
popular  conftitution,  with  a  King  at  their  head,  than  any  that 
was  ever  conftituted  in  any  country ;  becaufe  the  King  of  the 
French,  as  he  was  called,  nad  very  little  authority  in  that  con- 
ftitution, except  fome  particular  prerogatives  were  given  him, 
which  tended,  perhaps,  to  enable  him  to  refume  again  a  certain 
degree  of  power  which  they  might  think  neceflary  to  keep  the 
whole  together,  and  keep  the  mafs  from  tumbling  to  pieces. 

Gentlemen,  Mr.  Paine  was  fully  aware  of  the  effedt  of  all 
this*  He  tells  you,  in  his  great  aife&ion  for  this  country,  that 
during  the  American  war  he  had  it  in  contemplation :  naving 
transferred  all  his  love  for  his  native  country  to  America,  de- 
clared himfelf  a  citizen  of  the  world}  which  expreffion  is  an  ex- 
preflion  which  tends  to  deftroy  every  tie  of  civil  fociety ;  for  the 
moment  a  man  becomes  a  citizen  of  the  world,  he  becomes,  in 
4bme  degree,  an  enemy  to  his  own  country  and  the  affections  of 
family — thofe  natural  attachments  which  have  hitherto  been  con- 
sidered as  the  beft  affections  of  man,  which  the  principles  of  thefe 
men  lead  diredly  to  deftroy.  Mr.  Paine  fays,  he  had  conceived 
the  idea  of  coming  into  this  country  dm ing  the  American  war, 
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keeping  quiet  untilr  he  could  publifh  a  book  which  fhould  have 
the  eff&ft  of  overturning  the  government  of  this  country.  That 
he  mentions  in*  a  note,  which  fhews  by  what  means  he  meant  to 
attack  it — namely,  in  the  public  opinion. 

Mr.  Paine  opens  the  Dedication  of  his  Second  Part  of  the 
Rights  of  Man,  by  obferving,  that  what  had  been  faid  of  the 
mechanical  powers,  might  be  applied  to  reafon  and  liberty;  had 
he  a  place  to  ftand  upon  he  might  raife  the  world.  Now,  Gentle- 
men, by  the  propagation  of  his  principles  he  confiders,  and  (b  he 
boldly  declares,  that  the  propagation  of  thefe  principles  was  that 
great  ftanding-place  by  means  of  whieh  he  hoped  to  raife  the 
world.  * 

Gentlemen,  you  will  obferve,  that  an  impreffion  was  raifed  in 
the  minds  of  all  thefe  people,  from  what  had  patted  in  France,  in 
the  courfe  of  the  years  17S9,  1790,  1791*  and  was  a  prelude  only 
to  that  which  afterwards  would  follow,  long  before  the  1  oth  of 
Auguft,  1792;  and  that  10th  of  Auguft,  1792,  was  the  glorious 
victory  which  completed  their  triumph.  They  confidered  the 
world  as  in  a  courfe  of  revolutions,  and,  in  the  phrafe  of  Mr. 
Paine,  that  revolutions  were  the  order  of  the  day.  That  cir- 
eumftance  left  an  impreffion  upon  the  minds  of  thefe  people, 
that  the  world  was  in  a  courfe  of  revolutions,  and  that  revolu- 
tions were  the  order  of  the  day.  It  appears  throughout  in  al- 
mo'ft  all  their  papers.  You  will  find  it  was  diftinctly  impreiled 
upon  their  minds,  that  they  confidered  a  revolution  as  inevitable, 
as  that  to  which  the  thing  mult  come.  They  have  been  like  wife 
taught,  that  danger  (for  fo  Paine  tells  them;  to  which  alone  this 
fort  of  rcvolutianary  principle  washable,  was,  its  being  attempted 
before  the  principles  upon  which  revolutions  ought  to  proceed, 
and  the  advantages  to  refult  front  them  were  fufficiently  feen  and 
underftood ;  therefore,  the  objecT:  of  the  works  of  Mr.  Paine 
and  Mr.  Barlow,  and  of  works  of  that  defcription,  was,  in  order 
to  fhew  the  people  of  this  country  the  principles  on  which  revo- 
lutions ought  to  proceed,  and  the  advantages  refulting  from  it ; 
and,  in  order  that  thefe  being  underftood,  the  reft  might  follow 
without  a  difficulty. 

Gentlemen,  for  this  purpofe  a  variety  of  pamphlets  vhave  been 
publithed,  which  have  been  obferved  upon.  Now,  Gentlemen, 
thofe  pamphlets  moil:  clearly  tend,  and  have  unqueftionably  for 
their  objeit,  to  deftroy  the  opinion  which  the  people  generally 
had  of  the  excellency  of  the  Britifh  conftitution  in  all  its  parts; 
hut  more  efpecially  in  thofe  two  parts  which  the  Counfel  for  the 
Diiibner  have  faid  it  was  the, object  of  the  prifoner  to  retain; 
tur  thefe  books  coniider  them  as  deftrudtive  of  all  government, 
fjuuded  upon  the  principle  of  the  rights  of  man.  If  the  per* 
Ions  who  were  engaged  in  this  did  not  mean  to  deftroy  this  go- 
vernment, why  did  they  endeavour  to  deftroy  the  public  opinion 
With  refpeft  to  it  ?     Why  fhould  they  attempt  to  do  that,  if 
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they  meant  to  reform  the  conftitution  ?  Why  fhould  they  declare 
that  no  conftitution  exifted?  for  declaring  that,  was  a  declaration, 
that,  whatever  they  meant  to  do  with  the  prefent  conftitution, 
they  meant  to  adopt  it  as  a  new  eftablifhment,  and  not  as  a  part 
of  the  old  eftablifhment,  hecaufe  they  confidered  that  it  was  a 
conftitution  unlawfully  eftablifhed,  and,  therefore,  in  point  of 
principle,  that  it  ought  not  to  remain. 

Gentlemen,  the  eafe  with  which  men's  minds  are  induced  to 
believe  that  things  pafs  wrong  in  the  ftate,  has  often  been  ob- 
ferved  upon.  It  is  faid  by  an  honourable  writer  in  our  country, 
that  he  that  goes  about  to  perfuade  a  multitude  they  are  not  fo 
well  governed  as  they  oujht  to  be,  (hall  never  want  faithful  ad- 
herents; who  do  not  confider  that  abufes  are  occafioned  by  fecret 
lets  and  difficulties,  which,  in  all  public  proceedings  are  inevi- 
table, arid  which  they  have  not,  ordinarily,  the  judgement  to 
confider.  In  this  view,  all  thofe  pamphlets  were  written,  hold- 
ing out  every  thingi  in  the  moft  glaring  colours,  that  was  a  de- 
fect ;  never  once  telling  the  people  that  they  ought  to  confider 
what  were  the  fecret  lets  and  difficulties,  which  in  all  public 
proceedings  were  innumerable  and  inevitable,  and  which,  there- 
fore, ought  to  make  all  perfons  extremely  cautious  what  they  fay 
with  refpeft  to  the  abufes  of  government ;  for,  without  very 
minutely  attending  to  it,  they  may  not  be  aware  of  thofe  fecret 
lets  and,  difficulties  which  occafion  thofe  abufes,  and  which  may 
be  inevitable  from  the  prejudices  and  paflions  of  men,  which 
muft  be  confidered,  when  people  confider,  not  only  the  confti- 
tution, but  the  adminiftration  of  the  country. 

But  for  the  purpofe  of  a  fyftematic  attack  upon  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country,  it  is  neceflary  that  there  fhould  be  fome 
leaders,  fome  head  to  direct  the  whole. — Why,  Gentlemen,  it 
has  been  obferved  in  France  what  was.  the  wonderful  effect  of 
the  focieties  that  have  been  eftablifhed  there,  I  mean  the  Jacobin 
Club,  with  its  44,000  affiliated  popular  focieties,  which  has,  for 
a  great  length  of  time,  really  governed  France,  kept  it  in  con- 
tinual agitation ;  and  the  perfons  who  were  employed  upon  this 
fubjeft,  feemed  to  me  to  conceive  the  idea  of  proceeding  pre- 
cifely  upon  the  fame  principle.  You  will  remejmber  that  letter 
which  dire&ly  fays,  that  the  feveral  focieties  ought  to  unite  to- 
gether in  order  to  proceed  in  one  union,  obferving  that  it  was  by 
this  means  that  in  France  they  finally  obtained  their  ends.  You 
will  recollect  the  letter  to  which  I  refer — it  is  a  letter  which, 
in  the  moft  cxprefs  terms,  though  my  memory  does  not  ferve 
me  with  the  date  of  it  to  point  it  out,  declares  that  thefc  clubs 
were  formed  upon  the  fame  plan,  and  upon  the  very  principle, 
with  the  Jacobin  Club,  and  its  affiliated  focieties,  and  with 
the  fame  object  in  view — namely,  intending  to  make  the  whole 
mafs  as  one  entire  body,  ii\  order  finally  to  accomplifh  their 
wifhes. 
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Gentlemen,  one  fociety  made  ufc  of  for  this  pnrpofe  was  the 
Society  for  Conftitutional  Information.     With  refpeft  to  that 
fociety,  this  obfervation  is  to  be  made — that  it  originally  con- 
lifted  of  gentlemen  of  reipe&able  characters  and  independent 
principles :  fome  of  them  might  perhaps  be  foured  with  difcon- 
tents,  which  difcontents  might  be  carried  to  great  lengths,  but 
not  likely  to  anfwer  the  ends  of  thefe  perfons ;  but  other  perfons 
getting  in  this  club  from  time  to  time,  began  to  ufe  language, 
and  to  conduft  themfelves  in  fuch  a  manner,  that  in  confequence 
of  which  almoft  all  the  original  members  of  the  club  deferted  it  j 
and,  at  laft,  you  will  recoiled,  when  the  proceedings  of  the 
fociety  were  read,  about  fixteen  or  feventeen  appear  to  be  the 
whole  of  the  perfons  who  regularly  attended  that  club — very 
often  there  were  five,  fix,  or  feven  perfons  only  prefent;    the 
whole  bufinefs,   however,  with  refpedt  to  many  of  them,  was 
tranfa&ed  with  a  confiderable  degree  of  inattention ;  and  if  you 
advert  to  thofe  who  were  prefent  on  the  moft  important  tranf- 
a&ions,  you  will  perceive  a  very  few  perfons  indeed  guided  and 
dire&ed  that  club — a  conftant  attendant  upon  which  was  Mr. 
Home  Tooke. 

But,  Gentlemen,  you  will  perceive,  that  fuch  a  fociety  as 
this  could  not  be  made  to  operate  as  a  Jacobin  Club,  becaufe  it 
could  not  be  made  a  popular  fociety,  from  the  nature  of  its  con- 
futation i  and,  therefore,  though"  in  the  original  ftate  of  the  fo- 
ciety they  were  confidered  as  a  very  refpe&able  fet  of  members, 
and  though  thofe  refpedtable  men  left  them  from  time  to  time,  as 
appears  in  evidence — for  one  of  the  gentlemen,  Mr.  Sheridan, 
iaid,  he  had  not  been  at  the  fociety  for  eight  or  ten  years,  and 
that  was  a  thing  not  generally  known  to  the  world  j  therefore  the 
proceedings  figned  in  the  papers  had,  in  the  eye  of  the  world, 
all  the  efteft  of  thefe  names,  for  they  have,  in  effeft,  continued 
the  names  of  all  thofe  perfons  who  had,  at  any-  time,  been  mem- 
bers of  the  fociety :  it  was,  therefore,  necefiary  to  keep  up  that 
fort  of  character  and  reputation  in  this  fociety,  and,  at  the  fame 
time,  to  form  another  fociety  which  fliould  a&  in  conformity  to 
their  plan ;  and  with  that  view  this  London  Correfponding  So- 
ciety was  eftabliflied  by  the  prifoner,  in  cpnjun&ion  with  certain 
other  perfons,  he  taking  on  himfelf  the  character  of  fecretary. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  the  confequence  of  this  has  been,  that  the 
prifoner  at  the  bar  has  flood  as  die  clear  leader  in  all  thefe  tranf- 
a&ions.  By  leader,  I  mean  the  perfon  whofe  name  appears  com- 
pletely forward  in  all  the  tranfa&ions,  and  who  is  involved, 
therefore,  in  all;  and  he  became  afterwards,  by  aiTociation,  a 
member  of  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information. 

Gentlemen,  the  plan  of  the  conftitution  of  this  J^ondon  Cor- 
refponding Society  was  admirably  calculated  to  this  effect  j  its 
name  imports,  the  objedt  of  it  was  to  correfpond  with  all  other 

focieties  of  that  defenptign,  and  fg  mute  all  the  country  fpcieties 
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with  this  fociety  in  London,  and  the  Society  for  Conftitutional 
Information,  to  make  them  move  in  one  bond  of  union,  in  die 
manner  ftated  in  that  letter  I  have  read.  Now  the  plan  of  this 
London  Society  was  extremely  popular  in  its  general  confuta- 
tion ;»  any  perfon,  of  any  defcription,  might  have  been-  a  mem- 
ber, the  fums  colleded  from  them  were  very  final),  they  were  to 
be  formed  into  divifions,  and,  when  they  amounted  to  a  certain 
flumber,  they  were  to  be  divided  again,  and  fpread  over  the 
whole  town,  and  then  to  have  for  each  divifion  a  delegate,  which 
delegates  were  to  form  a  Committee  of  Delegates,  and  the  Com- 
mittee of  Delegates  to  be  jguided  by  a  Committee  of  Corre- 
spondence, and  that  Committee  of  Correfpondence  finally  be- 
came that  Committee  of  Secrefy  which  I  before  obferved  upon 
to  you. 

And,  Gentlemen,  they  have,  in  three  publication*  which  they 
have  given  to  the  world,  and  which  the  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
fide  have  not  in  any  degree  obferved  upon,  they  have  declared 
their  principles  ana  obje&s,  fo  far  as  they  thought  it  proper  and 
fafe  to  declare  them,  in  the  manner  in  which  they  exprefled 
themfelves  in  the  anfwer  to  that  Norwich  letter;  for4  I  beg, 
Gentlemen,  you  will  have  always  in  view  the  anfwer  to  that 
Norwich  letter,  for  that  is  a  key  to  all  their  language;  it  direds 
them  to  leave  monarchy,  democracy,  and  all  difputes  upon  that 
iubjeft,  alone ;  but  to  look  forward  to  that  diftind  objed,  the 
obtaining  a  full  and  fair  reprefentation  of  the  people  in  Parlia- 
ment; and  meaning  by  that,  as  I  conceive  they  plainly  mean  by 
this  letter,  a  full  and  equal  reprefentation  of  the  people  in  Par- 
liament, and  leave  to  a  Parliament  fo  chofen,  to  form  plans  for 
remedying  the  exifting  abufes;  fo  that  the  intention  was  to  keep, 
as  much  as  poifible,  out  of  all  their  publications,  any  thing  about 
monarchy,  any  thing  about  democracy;  but  at  the  fame  time  to 
exprefs  tnemfelves  in  fuch  a  manner  as  fhould  convey  completely, 
to  thofe  who  choofe  to  understand  them,  all  that  they  meant. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  the  firft  addrefs  of  the  London  Corre- 
sponding Society  of  May  1792,  but  which  was  concerted,  as  the 
evidence  has  clearly  fhewn  to  you,  between,  the  prifoner  at  the 
bar  and  a  few  other  individuals,  at  a  much  earlier  period,  begins 
thus— *tt  Allured  that  man,  individual  man,  may  claim  liberty  as 
his  birth-right,  we  naturally  conclude  that,  as  a  member  or  fo- 
ciety, it  becomes  his  indifpenfable  duty  to  preferve  inviolate  that 
liberty  for  the  benefit  of  his  fellow-citizens,  and  of  his  and  their 
pofterity.  -  For  as  in  afibciating  he  gave  up  certain  of  his  rights, 
in  order  to  fecure  the  pofleffion  of  the  remainder,  and  voluntas 
tily  vielded  up  only  as  much  as  was  neceflary  for  the  general 
good,  fo  he  may  not  barter  away  the  liberties  of  his  pofterity* 
nor  defertthe  common  caufe,  by  tamely  and'fupinely  fuffeting 
to  be  purloined  from  the  people,  of  whom  he  makes  a  part,  their 
natural  and  unalienable  rights  of  refinance  to  oppreffion,  and 
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of  fharing  in  the  government  of  their  country,  without  the  fuH 
and  uninterrupted  exercife  of  which  rights  no  man  can,  with 
truth,  call  himfelf  or  his  country  free." 

Now  you  will  recolle<ft,  Gentlemen,  that  throughout  every 
one  of  tneir  papers  they  have  univerfally  declared,  that  they 
have  confidered  the  exifting  government  of  the  country  as  an 
ufurpation  and  oppreffion  5  and  therefore  when  they  declare  their 
right  of  refinance  to  oppreffion,  they  declare  their  right  to  re- 
fill the  exifting  government  of  the  country,  and  all  their  pro- 
ceedings are  dire&ed  in  conformity  to  that ;  for  the  proceedings 
of  the  Scotch  Convention,  and  of  the  Globe  Tavern,  in  April, 
1794,  go  upon  this  plan  of  unalienable  right  of  refiftance  to 
oppreffion,  fo  that  they  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  call  any  thing 
oppreffion.  They  then,  when  they  had  declared  their  unaliena- 
ble right  to  refift  oppreffion,  had  declared  their  right  to  refift 
that  particular  form  of  oppreffion. 

Gentlemen,  they  alfo  declare  their  right  to  fhare  in  the  go- 
vernment of  the  country,  ihaking  ufe  of  the  word  government, 
(upon  which  I  before  obferved,  and  which  will  be  found  to  be 
univerfal  in  all  their  publications,)  making  ufe  of  that  word  in- 
ftead  of  the  word  ufed  in  Mr.  Home  Tooke's  letter,  fharing  in 
the  eledion  of  thofe  perfons  who  were  to  make  the  laws  by 
which  they  were  to  be  governed :  the  change  is  extremely  re- 
markable from  that  which  appears  in  that  book.  Then  they 
refolve  that  every  individual  has  a  right  to  fhare  in  the  govern- 
ment of  that  fociety,  and  fo  on.  Their  fourth  refolve  is,  that 
the  people  of  Great  .Britain  are  not  effectually  reprefented  in 
Parliament,  not  confining  it  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  though 
it  may  be  fo  interpreted ;  but  it  is  capable  of  that  conftrudtion, 
though  that  is  not  the  obvious  conftru6tion.  Their  feventh  re- 
folution  is,  that  a  fair,  equal,  and  impartial  reprefentation  can 
never  take  place  until  all  partial  privileges  are  abolifhcd.  That 
feems  to  be  a  clear  declaration  of  it.  Their  firft  refolution  is, 
li  That  every  individual  has  a  right  to  fhare  in  the  government 
of  that  fociety  of  which  he  is  a  member,  unlefs  incapacitated/1 
Now  that  they  couldjiot  pofliblv  have,  unlefs  the  right  was  in 
the  perfons  yrno  arc  to  have  a  (hare  in  the  government  of  the 
country,  by  having  a  voice,  at  leaft  in  the  ele&ion  of  perfons  to 
admimfter  that  government.  The  fourth  refolve  is,  c<  That  the 
people  of  Great  Britain  are  not  effectually  reprefented  in  Par- 
liament;" and  then  they 'fay,  that  a  fair,  equal,  and  impartial 
reprefentation  of  the  people  in  Parliament  -can  never  take  place 
until  all  partial  privilege?  are  abolifhed.  Now  chefe  partial 
privileges  apply  as  much  to  the  exifting  Peerage  as  a  part  of 
the  Parliament,  as  any  one  thing  whatever. 

Npw,  Gentlemen,  it  fs  plain  that  this  amounts  to  the  dear 
refolution  that  every  individual  has  a  right  to  a  fhare  in  the  go- 
vernment of  that  fociety  j  meaning,  to  fhare  in  the  ele&ion  of 
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thofe  perfons  by  whom  that  government  is  to  be  adminiftered. 
If  we  take  the  fourth,  fixth,  and  feventh  refolutions  together, 
they  clearly  (hew  that  they  meant  to  have  a  wholly  ele&ive 
Parliament. 

Gentlemen,  their  fecond  addrefs  was  publifhed  on  the  24th  of 
May,  1792,  and  in  that  addrefs  they  (late  a  fort  of  teft,  as  it  has 
been  called,  which  they  propofe  to  adminifter  to  every  member 
upon  his  admiflion.  Now,  Gentlemen,  the  only  ground  upon 
which  tefts  of  any  kind  can  poflibly  be  fupported  is,  that  in  the 
adminiftration  of  the  government  of  a  country,  it  is  neceflary 
for  the  fafety  of  the  government  of  that  country,  that  the  perfons 
who  compofe  the  a&ual  adminiftration  of  the  government  {hould 
not  be  adverfc  to  the  principles  upon  which  that  government  is 
formed:  that  is  the  only  ground,  as  it  ftrikes  me,  upon  which' 
any  teft  whatever  can  be  fupported:  but  a  teft  in  a  fociety, 
which  was  to  have  for  its  object  the  fair  difcuffion  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  government,  feems  the  moft  extraordinary  thing  in  the 
world ;  for  thefe  qucftions  are  to  be  put  to  them : — 

They  are  afked — *  Firft,  are  you  convinced  that  the  parlia- 
mentary reprefentation  of  this  country  is  at  prefent  inadequate 
and  imperfe&  ? — Secondly,  that  the  welfare  of  thefe  kingdom? 
requires  that  every  perfon  of  adult  years,  in  the  pofleffion  of  his 
reafon,  and  not  incapacitated  by  crimes,  (hould  have  a  vote  for 
a  member  of  Parliament? — Thirdly,  will  you  endeavour,  by  all 
juftifiable  means,  to  promote  fuch  reformation  in  Parliament  ?" 

Why  here,  Gentlemen,  they  bind  at  once  all  their  members 
to  one  certain  object,  and  to  ufing  all  which  they  call  juftifiable 
means.  Juftifiable  is  a  very  large  word—"  AH  juftifiable  means 
to  promote  fuch  reformation." 

Gentlemen,  in  confequence  of  this,  is  it  then  to  be  conceived 
that  perfons  who  became  members  of  this  fociety,  I  mean  thofe 
that  were  the  leading  and  aftive  members  in  it,  intended  that 
there  (hould  be,  in  any  Convention  that  (hould  affemble,  a  full 
and  fair  difcuflion  of  the  conftitution  of  this  country  in  it ;  that 
it  (hould  in  all  its  parts  be  tried,  that  the  will  .and  wifhes  of  the 
people  (hould  be  taken  ?  No,  they  could  not  poflibly  mean  any 
fuch  thing;  they  meant  to  eftabli(h  a  tyranny  of  their  own  clubs; 
they  meant  to  eftablifh  and  to  aflume  that  which  was  not  to  be 
difputed,  and  which  alone  were  to  govern  all  the  difcuflions  of 
tii.it  fociety,  then  afterwards  to  confirm  it  by  a  Convention  of 
the  People.  The  report  of  the  Committee  of  Conftitution 
contains  exaftly  the  fame  refolution,  with  this  variation 
only — that  the  words  tt  the  welfare  of  thefe  kingdoms,"  are 
omitted :  why  thofe  words  were  omitted,  is  not  difficult  to  dis- 
cover, when  one  recollects  that  in  one  of  the  letters  which  was 
read  that  came  from  one  of  the  focieties  in  the  couktry,  the 
word  kingdom  was  altered  for  country  in  two  different  places. 

3  M  2  Gentlemen, 
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Gentlemten,  if  is  alio  clear,  from  that  Committed  of  Conftltti- 
tioii  to  which  I  have  juft  referred,  that  the  perfons  who  com- 
.pofed  this  fociety  were  fully  aware  that  the  opinions  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  country  were  not  with  them,  for 
one  of  their  refolutions  is— tt  That  no  majority,  however  great, 
can  juftly  deprive  the  minority  of  any  part  of  their  civil  rights: 
whenever  it  is  attempted,  the  fociaf  bond  is  broken,  •  and  the 
minority  have  a  right  to  refift :"  and  this,  in  cafe  they  are  de- 
prived of  any  part  of  their  civil  rights.  Then  what  are  thefe 
Civil  rights  t 

The  fourth  refolution  is  this — "  The  civil  rights  of  any  indi- 
vidual are,  equality  of  voice  in  the  making  of  laws,  and  in  the 
choice  of  thofe  perfons  by  whom ,  the  laws  are  to  be  admini- 
ftered."  There  they  have  exprefsly  told  you  what  they  mean 
by  the  right  of  every  individual  to  mare  in  that  government  of 
which  he  is  a  member,  unlefs  he  is  incapacitated.  It  is  not 
limply  an  equality  of  voice  in  making  of  laws,  but  likewife  in 
the  cnoice  of  thefe  perfons  by  whom  thofe  laws  are  to  be  admi- 
niftered.  Why,  Gentlemen,  does  the  fpirit  of  the  Britifh  cod- 
ftitution  in  any  degree  permit  that  there  /hall  be  an  equality  of 
choice  of  the  perfons  by  whom  thofe  laws  are  to  be  admini- 
ftered  ?  Can  a  more  clear  and  explicit  declaration  of  republi- 
canifm  be  made  than  this — «  That  the  civil  rights  of  any  indi- 
vidual are,  equality  of  voice  in  the  making  of  laws,  and  in  the 
choice  of  thofe  by  whom  thofe  laws  are  to  be  adminiftered  ?" 
And  that  declaration,  that  this  right  every  perfon  has  a  right  to 
cxercife,  and  that  no  majority,  however  great,  can  juftly  deprive 
the  minority  of  any  part  of  that  right ;  that  whenever  it  is  at- 
tempted, the  fociaf  bond  is  broken,  and  that  the  minority  have 
a  right  to  refift  ? — I  don't  wonder  that  my  learned  friend  did  not 
make  any  effeftual  obfervation  upon  this ;  and,'  Gentlemen,  it 
is  impoffible  to  make  any  obfervation  upon  it,  I  mean  for  the 
benefit  of  the  prifoner,  becaufe  it  is  clear  and  plain  beyond  the 
poffibility  of  doubt.  Here  are  perfons  declaring  a  principle  fo 
wild,  that  it  is  impoflible  for  any  government  to  exift.     It  has 

Generally  been  conceived,  that  it  was  a  very  ftrong  thing  to  fay 
lat  the  majority  have  a  right  to  alter  the  government  but  upon 
a  very  ftrong  neceffity:  liere  .are  a  number  of  people  aflembled 
in  a  country,  whofe  habits,  connexions,  and  every  thing,  makes 
them  wifh  to  remain  in  that  country :  they  have  aflembled  there 
on  certain  terms  which  form  their  conftitution;  they  Have  formed 
♦a  fort  of  afibciation,  and*  every  individual  has  as  great  a  right 
to  that  afibciation  as  to  his  property.  If  you  wifh  to  take  away 
Chat  conftitution  of  -  the  government,  and  he  is  willing  to  live 
under  that  conftitution,  it  is  injuring  him  as  materially  as  to 
take  away  his  property;  and  cafes  of  neceffity  may  happen  where 
it  may  be  lawful  to  take  away  even  the  right  every  man  has  to 

his 
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his  own  life ;  as  if  two  men  were  floating  upon  a  plank  in  the 
fea,  and  the  plank  would  not  fupport  but  one,  it  has  been  faid 
that  the  ftronger  man  would  be  juftifiable  in  turning  the  other 
overboard. . 

(Here  the  Solicitor  General  was  interrupted  by  a  fiow  of 
tears.) 

Gentlemen,  I  own  I  was  overcome  by  the  dreadful  alterna- 
tive to  which  the  other  man  was  reduced.  It  is  commonly  ob- 
ferved,  the  ftronger  would  be  juftifiable,  perhaps,  in  pufhing  the 
weaker  from  the  plank  in  that  fttuation ;  but  if  we  feel  fo  much 
when  a  man  is  reduced  to  fuch  a  fituation,  if  we  feel  that  nothing 
but  abfolute  neceffity  will  juftify  that,  what  will  jjuftify  men,  whot 
without  a  very  ftrong  neceffity,  fhould  attempt  to  difturb  the 
government  of  a  country,  and  which  a  very  large  portion  of 
the  inhabitants  of-  that  country  wifh  to  retain  as  eftablifhcd  f 
And  if  men  are,  not  juftifiable  who  carry  their  principles  this 
length,  not  only  that  even  a  large  majority  of  the  country  ought 
not  to  alter  the  eftablifhcd  government  or  it  againft  the  conleqt 
of  the  ftiinority,  without  extreme  neceffity,  what  (hall  we  fay  to 
thofe  men  who  aflert,  that  no  majority,  however  great,  can 
juftly  deprive  the  minority  of  any  part  of  their  civil  rights ; 
and  that  whenever  it  is  attempted,  the  focial  bond  is  broken,  and 
the  minority  have  a  right  to  refift ;  and  then,  affuming  as  a  part 
of  thofe  civil  rights,  equality  in  the  voice  of  making*  of  laws, 
and  in  the  election  of  thofe  by  whom  fuch  laws  are  to  be  admi- 
niftered  ?  Is  not  this  a  declaration  clear  and  plain,  that  they 
conceive  they  have  an  unauefttonable  right  to  refift  any  govern- 
ment that  is  not  a  Republican  government,  founded  upon  their 
principles  of  univerfal  reprefentation,  and  that  any  other  govern* 
ment  is  fo  unlawful,  that  they  are  not  only  not  bound  to  give  it 
fupport,  but  they  have  a.  right  to  refift  it  to  the  utmoft  of  their 
power,  and  in  any  manner  they  think  proper  ? 

Why,  Gentleman,  it  is  a  refolution  which  preaches,  com- 
pletely and  abfolutely,  rebellion  againft  every  government,  not 
founded  upon  their  principles  -f  and  yet  I  am  tola,  that  men  who 
hold  fuch  principles,  who  come  to  folemn  refolutions  upon  them, 
are  men  who  have  perfect  reverence  for  the  Monarchy  of  this 
country,  for  the  hereditary  Peerage,  for  every  part  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country,  except  the  corrupt  reprefentauou  of  the 
Houfe  of  Commons. 

Gentlemen,  the  addrefs  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society 
of  the  6th  of  Auguft,  1792,  proceeds  exactly  upon  thefe  prin- 
ciples >  and  when  you  confider  this  refolution  in  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  Conftitution,  I  think  you  cannot  have  a  doubt 
in  your  own  minds,  that  every  thing  which  tends  the  other  way,  in 
any  part  of  their  publications,  are  what  the  Attorney  General 
reprefentcd,  mere  veils  to  cover  their  pretences  >  but  10  thin,  fo 
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thread-bare,  and  fo  tattered,  that  the  naked  limb  is  flirting  out 
It  every  hole. 

Qentlemen,  this  acldrefs  of  the  6th  of  Auguft,  1792*  begins 
by  thofe  lines  from  Thomfon,  which  niy  learned  friend  read  fo 
well,  as  he  always  does,  from  the  natural  talents  which  he  has 
for  that  purpofe ;  but  who  will  difpute  any  one  principle  it  con- 
tains ?  and  yet  if  parages  are  to  be  taken  from  books,  the  beft 
of  books  may  be  perverted  to  the  worft  of  purpofes ;  no  book 
has  been  more  perverted  than  the  Bible. — It  begins,  a  The  Ad- 
^Irefs  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  to  the  inhabitants 
of  Great-Britain,  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  a  parliamentary 
reform. 

**  Fellow-citizens  of  every  rank,  and  of  every  fituation  in 
life,  rich,  £oor,  high  or  low,  wc  addrefs  you  all  as  our  brethren, 
«n  a  fubjeft  of  the  higheft  importance,  and  moft  intimately 
connected  with  the  welfare  of  every  individual,  who  deems 
liberty  a  bleffing,  who  partakes  in  the  profperity  of  his  country, 
and  who  wifhes  to  tranfmit  as  much  of  either  as  he  can  to 
pofterity. 

"  Uninfluenced  by  parry  pique  or  felfifli  motives,  no  wavs 
affrighted  at  the  frowns  of  power,  not  in  the  leaft  awed  by  tne 
evidently  hoftile  preparations  of  a  much-alarmed  ariftocracy  ;"-— 
here  conveying,  for  the  firft  time,  that  idea  which  was  to  end  in 
arming  that  party  j  the  fame  idea  which  you  fee  *  afterwards  de- 
veloped with  fo  much  fuccefs ; — <c  not  in  the  leaft  awed  by  the 
x  evidently  hoftile  preparations,  of  a  much-alarmed  ariftocracy, 
We,  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  united  with  a  view  of 
,  obtaining  a  thorough  parliamentary  reform,  anxioufly  demand 
your  fenous  and  moft  colle&ed  attention  to  the  prefent  vitiated 
ftate  of  the  Britifh  government,  we  intreat  you  to  examine  coolly 
and  impartially,  the  numerous  abufes  that  prevail  therein ;  their 
(leftructive  confequences  on  the  poor,  and  their  evil  tendency 
on  all;  as  alfo  the  rapidity  with  which  thefe  abufes  increafe,  both 
in  number  and  magnitude." 

Now,  I  think,  you  will  obferve,  that  in  all  the  addrefies, 
and  in  all  the  papers  of  thefe  focieties,  there  has  been  a  great 
attempt  to  excite  the  poor  to  be  on  their  fide,  to  intereft  the  poor 
in  their  favour,  and  to  make  them  the  great  objefts  of  their  at- 
tention ;  to  hold  out,  that  the  wifhes  of  thefe  people  were  prin- 
cipally for  the  relief  of  the  poor.  Mr.  Paine's  works  are  very 
much  upon  that  principle,  and  in  a  number  of  other  parts  of  the 
cafe  you  will  have  obferved  the  fame  fort  of  idea.  Nay,  in  one 
of  the  letters,  which  I  fliall  by  and  by  obferve  upon,  a  diftin&ion 
is  deliberately  and  exprefsly  drawn  between  the  poor  and  rich  in 
a  letter  of  Mr.  Margarot's,  where  he  fays,  the  rich  are  arming, 
why  fliould  not  the  poor  do  fo  likewife  ? 

It  next  proceeds,  «  We  next  fubmit  to  your  examination  an 
tffeftual  mode  of  putting  a  flop  to  them,  and  of  thereby  r^ftoring 
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to  our  no  lefs  boafted  than  impaired  conftitution  its  priftine  vigour 
ftnd  purity ;  and  we  thereunto  warmly  folicit  the  junction  of  your 
efforts  with  ours. 

u  This  great  end,  however,  we  believe  attainable  folely  by 
the  whole  nation,  deeply  imprefTed  with  a  fenfe  of  its  wrongs, 
uniting,  and  as  it  were  with  one  voice,  demanding  of  thofe,  to 
whom  for  a  while  it  has  entrufted  its  fovereignty,  a  restoration 
of  annually  ele&ed  Parliaments,  unbiaffed  and  unbought  elec- 
tions, and  an  equal  reprefentation  of  the  whole  body,  of  the 
people. " 

You  will  recoiled!,  Gentlemen,  that  thefe  are  words  which' 
are  frequently  made  ufe  of — words,  which  admit  of  a  great  deal 
of  interpretation  one  way  or  other*  But,  Gentlemen,  it  ftrikes 
me,  that  this  very  addrefs  contains  completely  that  interpretation 
which  they  themlelves  meant  to  put  upon  it.  Having  proceeded 
to  ftate  the  Situation  of  the  different  perfons  of  this  country,  and 
efpecially  the  poor,  they  then  proceed  to  miflead,  by  faying,  that 
"  Laying  afide  all  pretenfions  to  originality,  we  claim  no  other 
merit  than  that  of  reconfidering  and  verifying  '  what  has  already 
been  urged  in  our  common  caufe,  by  the  Duke  of  Richmond, 
Mr.  Pitt,  and  their  then  honeft  party,  years  back,  who  now  pur- 
fue  a  different  conduct."  They  then  ftate,  that  tt  Such. being 
the  forlorn  fituation  of  three-fourths  of  the  nation,  how  is  Bri- 
tain to  obtain  information  and  redrefs  ?  Will  the  Court,  will 
Miniftry  afford  either  ?  Will  Parliament  grant  them  ?  Will  the 
Nobles  or  the  Clergy  eafe  the  People's  fufferings  ?  No.  Ex- 
perience tells  us,  and  proclamations  confirm  it,  that  the  intereft 
and  the  intention  of  power  are  combined  to  keep  the  nation  in 
torpid  ignorance." 

Gentlemen,  men  making  ufe  of  that  exprefllon,  (and  you  ob- 
ferve  how  this  expreflion  is  echoed  back  in  all  the  letters  fent  to 
the  country  focieties,)  men  making  ufe  of  that  expreflion,  to 
ftate  they  are  men  who  had  it  in  their  view  to  obtain  from  the 
exifting  legiflative  authority  of  the  country  that  alteration  which' 
they  propofe,  feems  to  me  to  be  perfectly  abfurd.  I  would  ob- 
ferve  too  here  upon  another  part  of  this  addrefs,  where  it  notices 
proclamations,  becaufe  it  has  been  urged,  that  thofe  who  engaged 
in  thefe  tranfactions  ought  to  have  been  warned  of  their  danger. 
To  which  I  anfwer,  that  the  proclamation  which  is  here  no- 
ticed, the  aflbciations  of  the  rich  for  the  fupport  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  a  variety  of  other  ads,  clearly  and  explicitly  declared 
to  them,  that  they  were  taking  fteps  which  might  lead  to  the 
moft  dangerous  confequences  j  pointing  out  to  them,  that  thofe 
who  had  the  direction  of  government  conceived,  that  the  fafety 
of  the  ftate  was  in  danger — that  there  was  a  confpiracy  formed 
to  fubvert  the  government,  to  undermine  the  conftitution  of  the 
country,  This  they  are  diftin&ly  told,  and  told  it  over  and 
over  again,  in  *  variety  of  ways;  and  thofe  very.aflbciations  of 
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the  rich  (hewed,  that  the  rich  apprehended  that  to  be  the  cale, 
that  they  conceived  there  was  an  intention  to  make  that  fort  of 
alteration. 

Why,  then,  Gentlemen,  under  thefe  circumftances,  ought  a 
ftciety,  who  had  only  in  their  view  a  reform  of  Parliament, 
Under  clear  and  explicit  regulations,  to  have  expreffed  them- 
fclves  in  iuch  language  ?  Apptyihg  only  to  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  ought  they  to  have  expreffed  themfelves  in  this 
Way  ?  a  The  only  refource,  then,  friends  and  fellow-citizens, 
will  be  found  in  thofe  focieties,  which,  inftituted  with  a 
view  to  the  public  good,  promote  a  general  inftrudton  in  our 
rights  as  men,  expofe  the  a|>ufes  of  thofe  in  power,  and  point 
out  the  only  constitutional,  the  only  effe&ual  means  of  for- 
warding public  inveftigation,  and  obtaining  a  complete  redrefi 
for  the  people,  in  whole  credulous;  good-nature  originated  their 
prefent  difficulties."  Clearly  and  direftly  pointing  to  that  Con- 
vention which  has  fince  been  attempted  to  be  eftablifhed.  This 
addrefs  like  wife  points  out  the  very  fame  thing  which  is  noticed 
ia  this  Norwich  letter,  which  indeed  refers  to  this  addrefs.  The 
addrefs  fays,  tt  Yet,  fellow-citizens,  numerous  as  are  our  griev- 
ances, and  clofe  rivetted  as  weighty  the  {hackles  on  our  freedom, 
reform  one  abufe,  and  the  others  will  all  difappear*  If  we  once 
regain  an  annually  ele&ed  Parliament,  and  that  Parliament  to  be 
feirly  chofen  by  all,  the  people  will  again  ihare  in  the  govern- 
ment of  their  country,  and  their  then  unbought,  unbiased  fuf- 
frages,  muff:  undoubtedly  felefl  a  majority.of  honeft  members." 
Gentlemen,  the  letter,  you  will  obferve,  in  anfwer  to  the  Nor- 
wich letter,  fays—"  Leave  monarchy,  democracy,  and  even  re- 
ligion, entirely  out  of  your%confideration ;  let  your  endeavours 
go  to  increafe  the  number  of  thofe  who  wifli  for  a  full  and  equal 
reprefentation  of  the  people,  and  leave  to  a  Parliament,  fo 
chofen,  to  form  plans  for  remedying  the  exifting  abufes."  So 
that,  Gentlemen,  this  letter,  commenting  completely  upon  this 
addrefs,  (hews  you  what  they  meant,  and  fliews  you  that  they 
meant,  in  their  words,  to  leave  monarchy  and  democracy  alone, 
but  to  hold  out  that  which  they  thought,  under  the  cover  of 
language,  they  might  fefely.hold  out;  and  at  the  fame  time 
having  unqueftionably  in  view  the  deftruftion  of  monarchy,  and 
the  cftablilhment  of  democracy,  which  you  cannot  have  the 
ihadow  of  doubt,  when  you  confider  that  letter,  and  the  par- 
ticular paffages  1  have  read  from  the  report  of  the  Committee  of 
Conftitution. 

Gentlemen,  there  are  two  things  in  this  addrefe  which  ftrike 
me  in  a  very  extraordinary  manner — one  of  them  is,  defcribing 
what  fuch  a  Parliament,  an  ele&ive  Parliament,  as  they  defcribe 
it,  would  do  when  they  afiembled.  They  fay — *  That  fuch  a 
Parliament,  finding  that  a  moft  extraordinary  wafte  of  public 
money  had  taken  place  under  the.  different  pretences  of  places* 
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petitions,  contracts,  armaments,  fubfidies,  fecret-iervice  money, 
&c.  Our  honeft  and'  annual  Parliament  would,  after  narrrowly 
fcrutinizing  the  fame,  retrench  every  fum  needlefsly  or  wickedly 
laid  out" 

Gentlemen,  you  will  obferve,  this  refers  to  a  wafte  of  public 
money  which  had  taken  place ;  and  it  fays,  it  would  retrench 
every  fum  needlefsly  or  wickedly  laid  out,  and  that  in  future 
they  would  retrench  expcnces,  and  prevent  the  laying  out  fuch 
fums.  I  leave  it  to  you,  to  make  a  comment  upon  that  letter  ; 
I  will  not  attempt  to  do  it.  Gentlemen,  here  is  a  paflage  which 
fpeaks  for  itfelf,  and  which  I  take  to  be  of  the  fame  description 
as  that  I  laft  mentioned— *u.  The  people's  Parliament  finding  that, 
under  various  pretences,  grants  of  common  land  had  been  ob- 
tained by  fundry  perfons,  no  ways  to  the  benefit  of  the  commu- 
nity, but  very  much  to  the  diftrefs  of  the  poor,  the  fame  would 
be  foon  reftored  to  the  public $  and  the  robbed  peafant  again 
enabled  annually  to  fupply  his  diftrefled  family  with  an  increafed 
quantity  of  bread  out  of  the  profit  arifing  from  the  liberty  re- 
gained, of  grazing  a  cow,  two  or  three  fheep,  or  a  brood  of 
geefe,  thereon." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  what  can  that  poffibly  mean  but  all  thofe 
commons  which,  by  the  general  confent  of  perfons  who  were 
interefted  in  them,  under  the  authority  of  a&s  of  Parliament,  or 
any  other  manner,  have  been  inclofed,  (hall  be  taken  from  the 
prefent  proprietors,  and  divided  among  the  poor,  in  order  to 
gain  them  to  their  party  ?  I  can  give  it  no  other  conftru&ion ; 
and  I  conceive  there  cannot  be  any  thing  which  tends  more  to 
deftroy  all  ideas  of  fettled  property,  than  to  tell  the  people  that 
grants  of  lands  have  been  improperly  made  by  the  Crown ;  be- 
caufe,  under  that  idea,  the  whole  grants  of  lands  might  be  -de- 
ftroyed ;  for  I  cannot  form  a  calculation  of  the  immenfe  quantity 
°f  land  which,  within  twenty  years,  has  become  enclofed  land* 
by  a&s  of  Parliament,  upon  which  many  perfons  have  expended 
a  great  part  of  their  fortunes,  in  which,  generally  Ipeaking, 
thofe  who  had  rights  of  common  have  had  thofe  rights  compen- 
sated for  in  fome  way  or  other.  If  once  an  attack  is  made  to 
unfettle  rights  gained  in  fiich  a  manner,  and  fo  eftablifhed,  all 
right  and  property  would  be  in  danger ;  it  go.es  direftly  to  the 
jjdtru&ion  of  all  right  of  property.  And  this  is  precifely  what 
1*$  been  done  in  France  \  for  there,  under  presence  of  the  rights 
°f  the  public,  a  vaft  quantity  of  property,  which  had  been 
granted,  at  a  vaft  diftance  of  time,  by  the  Crown,  to  individual?, 
(as  vaft  numbers  of  eftates  in  this  country  are  held  under 
grants  from  the  Crown;)  juft  in  this  fort  of  cafe  did  thefiiifc 
f  rench  National  Affembly  acfc:  they  were  guilty  of  that  grois 
^juftice,  in  taking  away  an  immenfe  quantity  of  property  fro;n 
yanous  people,  which  had  been  acquired  in  different  ways,  in 

„ng  them  intQ  the  bands  of  the  public,  becaufe  it  was  laid 
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they  had  been  originally  granted  improperly ;  and  here  the  prut" 
cipie  is  foggefted  of  the  improper  grant  of  Crown  lands ;  they 
mention*  particularly  that'44  grants  of  lands  had  been  obtained 
by  fundry  perfons  no  ways  to  the  benefit  of  the  community." 
And,  Gentlemen,  this  is  held  out  clearly  and  unquestionably 
for  the  purpofe  of  gaining  the  pooreft  part  of  the  people  to 
their  fide. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  there  are  two  paflages  in  this  addrefs— 
one  referring  to  a  rabjed  upon  which  I  {hall  make  no  comment, 
becaufe  I  think  it  very  clear  and  very  plain,  but  I  will  leave  to 
you  to  make  the  comment ;  but  upon  the  other,  I  have  ventured 
to  make  a  comment,  for  it  appears  to  me,  that  the  title  to  all 
property  is  attacked  and  put  in  hazard ;  and  as  I  happen  to  be 
upon  the  fiibjeA,  I  will  recall  your  attention  to  part  of  the  mo- 
tion  in  Lynam's  evidence,  with  refpeft  to  the*  divifions  in  Spital- 
fields.  I  only  with  you  to  bear  in  mind  now,  as  I  bv  and  by 
wifli  you  particularly  to  notice  it,  at  prefent  I  only  wiin  you  to 
bear  in  mind,  that  the  SpitalfieMs  divifions  were  likely  to  pro* 
duoe  as  many  members  as  all  the  reft  of  the  divifions  put  to- 
gether: they  were  proper  to  be  fupported,  and  they  were  to 
receive  affittance  from  all  the  other  focieties,  becaufe  the  fmall 
fubferiptions  of  a  penny  a  week  to  be  made  by  the  other  focieties 
might  be  inconvenient.     Judge  if  this  was  not  a  part  of  this 

Snearal  plan ;  and  recoiled,  if  what  Mr.  Lynam  ftated  on  that 
>jed  had  been  untrue,  there  could  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
contradicting  it;  and  therefore  whatever  imputation  may  be 
thrown  upon  him  or  other  perfons  as  fpies,  and  fo  on,  yaamud 
believe  that  to  be  true ;  becaufe,  when  he  ftated  a  fact  capable 
of  being  contradicted  by  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  witnefies, 
and  not  one  is  called,  you  mull  neceflarily  give  it  credit  j  for  bj 
that  means  it  gains  a  ftrength  and  firmnefs. 

Gentlemen,  this  addrefs  proceeds—14  Numerous  other  reforms 
would  undoubtedly  take  place,  even  in  the  firft  feflion  of  Parlia- 
ment foele&ed,  dependent  only  on  their  electors,  the  people; 
untorn  therefore  by  fadion,  undivided  *by  party,  uncorrupted  by 
miniftry,  and  uninfluenced  but  by  the  public  good.9'  A  pafiage 
which,  as  I  before  obferved,  is  utterly  inconintent  with  the  ex- 
igence of  a  Houfe  of  Peers,  becaufe  it  is  -impoflible  to  conceive 
that  this  paffage  fhould  refer  to  a  Parliament  which  is  described 
to  be  fo  elected,  and  dependent  only  upon  the  ele&ors'  will,  the 
very  object  of  a  Houfe  of  Peers  being  as  a  middle  body  in  the 
constitution  of  the  government,  which  fhould  not  be  fo  elcded, 
but  being  of  a  middle  description,  fhould  form  a  barrier  between 
the  King  and  the  Commons,  to  keep  the  balance  between  both, 
as  the  one  or  the  other  preponderated.  And  it  is  a  remarkable 
thing  in  this  country,  that. at  the  time  when  the  liberties  of  the 
country  were  mod  in  danger,  from  the  overbearing  influence  of 
the  CiW3>  and  which  occasioned  the  civil  wars  between  the 

•  two 


-  F    459    J 

two  Houfes  of  York  and  Lancafter,  when  almoft  all  the  great 
families  had  been  extinguifhed,  by  the  accident  attending  thofe 
wars,  as  it  naturally  will  impede  population,  and  fo  many  perfons 
coming  to  their  death,  being  deftroyed  in  the  field,  or  upon  the 
fcafFold,  and  a  confiscation  afterwards  faking  place ;  fo  that,  ac- 
cording to  my  recolle&ion,  when  Henry  VlL  afcended  to  the 
throne,  there  remained  only  about  thirty  Peer9  in  the  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  he  feeing  wifely  the  advantage  that  that  gave  him, 
fcarcely  added  to  the  number  of  that  Houte :  the  confequence  of 
that  was,  that  there  was  not  that  middle  body  to  ftand  between 
the  Crown  and  the  People;  and  all  the  dangerous  exertions 
which  led  to  all  that  happened  in  the  time  of  Charles  I.  will  be 
found  to  have  exifted  in  the  government  of  Henry  VII.  and 
Henry  VIII.  during  the  time  that  the  Peerage  of  the  country 
was  in  that  fituation,  when  it  could  not  form  that  barrier  which* 
in  the  nature  of  the  confutation,  it  was  intended  it  fhould 
form. 

Gentlemen,  I  have  now  gone  to  a  length  to  which  I  did  not 
intend  to  go— commented  upon  the  eftablifhment  of  the  London 
Correfponding  Society,  upon  thefe  addreflfes,  and  upon  its  con* 
ftitution;  and  it  feems  to  me,  that  thefe  alone  would  be  fumcient 
to  mew,  that  the  obje&  and  intention,  that  the  formed  refolu- 
tion — for  I  think  we  do  injuffice  when  we  call  it  intention,  opi- 
nion, or  conception,  it  was  a  formed  resolution—- that  the  formed 
refolution  of  thefe  focieties,  that  is,  of  the  leading  members  of 
them,  was  to  eftablifh  in  this  country  a  democratical  form  of  go- 
vernment; a  form  of  government  more  democratic  than  that 
exifting  in  any  country,  except  that  we  conceive  it  to  exift  now 
in  France,  utterly  incompatible  with,  and  therefore  neceflarily 
deftroying  the  monarchical  part  of  our  government;  that  it  is 
therefore  a  clear  demonftration  of  a  confpiracy  to  depofe  the 
King,  and  that  any  ad  taken  in  purfiiance  of  that  confpiracy  is, 
beyond  all  queftion,  an  ad  of  high  treafon. 

Gentlemen,  in  the  courfe  of  the  correfpondence,  and  in  the 
courfe  of  thefe  tranfa&ions,  there  was  one  very  artful  proceeding. 
I  believe  it  was  obferved  upon  by  the  Attorney  General— the 
Society  for  Conftitutional  Information  met  every  Friday,  and 
the  Delegates  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  met  every 
Thurfday.  Now,  the  advantage  of  that  was  this — the  London 
Society  for  Conftitutional  Information  were  to  hold  themfelves 
up  as  perfons  of  refpectable  fituations;  all  violent  refolution* 
were  therefore  to  begin  either  in  the  country  focieties,  in  Scot- 
land, or  in  the  London  Correfponding  Society.  The  Committee 
of  Delegates  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  came  to  re- 
folutions  on  the  Thurfday,  which  on  the  Friday  were  delivered 
to  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information.  And  here  is  a  de- 
monftration how  perfectly  ariftocratic  thefe  democratic  focieties 
were ;  the  mcafure  was  firft  to  be  refolved  upon  by  their  Secret 
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Committee,  then  carried  to  the  Committee  of  Delegates,  which 
Committee  a&ed  neceflarily  upon  the  reports  of  the  Committee 
of  Correfpondence,  becaufe  they  did  not  know  all  the  corre- 
spondence being  adopted ;  there  they  were  not  to  wait  for  the 
adoption  of  it  by  the  other  focieties,  except  the  meafure  being 
reported  to  the  divifion  meetings;  and  yet  on  the  Friday  they 
were  to  be  carried  to  the  Conftitutional  Society,  as  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  London  Correfponding  Society. 

Gentlemen,  that  letter  from  Sheffield,  which  I  before  adverted 
to,  I  now  fee  that  it  is  a  letter  from  Sheffield,  of  the  15th  of 
Odober,  1792,  and  which  is  in  the  Appendix;  and  there,  fpeaking 
of  the  eftablifnrnent  of  feveral  focieties — tt  We  beg  leave  alio 
to  throw  in  our  mite  of  commendation  on  the  laudable  fpirit 
which  you  have  evinced  in  your  intention  to  addrefs  the  National 
Convention  of  France,  and  hope  (incerely  that  your  example  will 
be  followed  by  all  the  focieties  in  the  two  kingdoms,  Ireland 
having  already  fet  the  example.  We  hope  your  fociety  will  alio 
give  tneni  (the  Stockport  Society)  your  landion,  advice,  and 
Support,  as  it  will  be  in  vain  for  the  friends  of  reform  to  contend 
with  the  tremendous  hoft  of  enemies  they  have  to  encounter, 
unlefs  they  firmly,  on  all  occafions,  ftand  by  and  fuccour  one 
another."  That  tremendous  hoft  of  enemies  clearly  {hewing, 
that  they  fuppofed  a  very  large  proportion  at  leaft,'  and,  as  fome 
of  the  other  letters  ftate,  a  vaft  majority,  to  be  againft  them. 
Then  they  fay — «  It  is  with  the  greateft  fatisfaftion  we  announce 
to  you,  that  feveral  focieties  have  been  formed  within  the  laft 
three  weeks  in  Edinburgh,  not  lefs  than  feven  or  eight;  and 
alfo  that  a  patriotic  print  is  about  to  make  its  appearance,  under 
the  direction  of  Major  Johnftone,  who  is  alfo  prefident  of  one 
of  the  focieties.  We  have  received  fome  moft  fpirited  commu- 
nications from  thence.  We  clearly  forefee  that  Scotland  will 
foon  take  the  lead  of  this  country/'  I  wifli  Gentlemen  would 
obferve  upon  that — tt  We  clearly  forefee  that  Scotland  will  foon 
take  the  lead  of  this  country,  and  conceive  it  will  be  neceffary 
to  take  the  greateft  care  that  an  universal  communication  fliouid 
be  conftantly  kept  up  between  the  feveral  focieties,  however 
diftant ;  and  that  all  mould  determine  to  ad  upon  the  fame  prin- 
ciple, and  move  together  as  near  as  may  be  in  regular  and  a&ive 
uniforw  It  was  by  this  method  France  became  fo  thoroughly 
united ;  and  we  ought  never  to  lofe  fight  of  it." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  really  and  truly,  can  any  government  fob- 
lift  which  has  within  its  bofom  a  number  of  focieties  ading  as 
a  corporate  body  upon  thofe  principles  ?  What,  Gentlemen,  is 
a  government  itfelfi  but  a  ftate  or  corporation  ?  It  is  a  number 
of  men,  afTembled  by  certain  conftitutions  of  union,  by  which 
thofe  who  are  themfelves  individuals,  are  enabled  to  ace  as  one 
body:  when,  therefore,  a  fociety  is  eftablifh'ed,  and  that  fociety 
puts  itfelf  under  particular  regulations,  I  mean  a  fociety  in  a 
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country,  that  fbciety,  to  a  certain  extent,  though  not  bound  asf 
a  corporation  created  by  lawful  government,  yet  is  in  effeft  a 
corporation  5  and,  therefore,  when  a  number  of  focieties  unite 
themfelves  together  in  the  manner  as  propofed,  in  that  way  they 
alfo  are  diftind  corporations ;  and  what  are  corporations  but 
ftates  ?  and  a  corporation  under  the  authority  of  the  cpuntry  is,a 
fubordinate  ftate ;  as  the  India  Company,  tnat  is  a  corporation 
afting  in  fubordination  to  the  great  Corporation  of  this  Country, 
which  is  compofed  of  King,  Lords,  and  Commons,  by  means  of 
which  our  pdfTeffions  in  the  Eaft  Indies  are  in  a  great  degree 
governed  in  fubordination  to  the  government  of  the  country,  of 
which  the  King  is  the  head.  Here  the  principles  of  corporation 
are,  a  number  of  focieties  uniting  together,  for  the  purpofe  of 
moving;  together  in  regular  and  aftive  unifon — that  is,  for  the 
purpofe  of  forming  themfelves  into  one  ftate,  which  fhould  aft 
upon  one  principle;  or  rather,  like  the  United  §tates  of  Ame- 
rica, which  ftill  has  one  general  conftitution  which  regulates  the 
whole. 

Gentlemen,  the  government  may  bear  a  corporation  within 
this  country  which  is  in  avowed  fubordination  to  it ;  bat  if  they 
exceed  their  powers  in  any  degree,  jt  calls  them  in  queftionj  it 
may  proceed,  even  if  they  go  certain  lengths,  to  forfeit  the  pri- 
vileges which  thofe  corporations  have  had  granted  them*  Such 
corporations  are  completely  in  the  power  of  government,  and 
they  are  capable  of  exifting  confidently  and  fafely  to  the  govern- 
ment; but  fuch  a  corporation  here  as  this,  is  a  ftate  within  a  ftate, 
imperiumin  imptrio,  is  inconfiftent  with  any  government,  becaufe 
it  is  in  dired  oppofition  to  the  government  and  ftate. 

Gentlemen,  in  France,  in  the  year  1793,  in  the  decree  againft 
the  Jacobin  Clubs,  it  was  faid,  the  thing  we  find  fault  'with  is, 
your  acting  as  a  corporation,  taking  upon  yourfelves  the  firmeft 
union  and  manner  of  afting  which  belongs  to  a  corporate  body, 
which  makes  you  therefore  a  ftate  within  a  ftate,  and  which  ren- 
ders the  exiftence  of  your  focieties  totally  incompatible  with 
public  peace  and  the  fafety  of  the  ftate.  This  celebrated  fpeech 
of  Andre,  upon  that  fubjed,  ftates  that  in  a  light  fo  clear  and 
plain,  that  it  muft  be  to  the  conviction  of  any  man,  that  no  go- 
vernment can  fubfift  with  fuch  a  fet  of  affiliated  corporate  bodies 
and  focieties,  a&ing  in  opposition  to  the  government,  in  the 
manner  in  which  thefe  focieties  were  held. 

Gentlemen,  in  all  thefe  proceedings,  the  prifoner  has  unques- 
tionably borne  a  very  diftinguiihed  part;  and  you  will  find,  that 
his  letters,  if  you  will  take  the  trouble  of  referring  to  them, 
continually  (hew  that  he  was  privy  to  every  part  of  the  tranfac- 
tion;  a  privity  which  muft  neceffarily  be  inferred,  from  his  fitua- 
tion  as  Secretary,  and  that  he  alfo  was  a&ive  in  it. 

You  will  recoiled,  there  is  a  letter  of  the  prifoner's  to  Mr. 
Vaughan,  on  the  9th  of  April,  1792,  in  which  he  ftates  to  Mr. 
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Vaughan,  hew  he  conceived  the  way  in  which  flie  minds  of  Ac 
people  were  to  be  a&ed  upon,  and  defires  him  to  colled  fome 
fweet  flowers  from  a  publication.  You  wifl  alio  obferve,  that 
gentleman  has  not  been  called  to  explain  afty  of  the  tranfa&ions 
that  took  place ;  and  it  was  written  very  early  in  the  tranfac- 
tion,  and  (hews  moft  clearly  and  plainly  that  the  prifoner  at  the 
bar  was  at  the  very  bottom  and  root  of  every  thing :  he  was  not 
a  perfon  who  was  deluded  and  led  away,  but  he  was  a  perfbn 
whofe  whole  heart  was  in  the  caufe,  and  chargeable  with  the, 
whole  that  is  imputed  to  the  perfons  concerned  in  thefe  tranf- 
aftions. 

Now,  thefe  things  having  been  done,  and  the  people,  as  it 
was  conceived,  having  been  confiderably  fet  agatnft  the  confH- 
tution  eftablifhed  in  the  country,  they  began  to  confider  of  what 
meafures  they  fhould  take.  And,  Gentlemen,  there  had  been  for 
fome  time  in  Scotland  a  number  of  focieties  which  had  been 
MStittff  upon  the  lame  principle,  and  they  had  been  holding*  a 
correspondence  vrith  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  and 
Which  fociety  had  formed  a  meeting  called  a  Convention  of  their 
Delegates,  which  had  met  early  in  1793?  and  had  then  adjourned 
to  November,  1793.  That  fociety,  when  it  originally  met, 
had  met  exadly  upon  the  principles  which  were  ftated  by  my 
learned  friend  who  laft  addrefled  you :  they  did  not  affume  to  be 
a  Convention  of  the  People;  they  defcribea  themfelves  a  meeting 
of  the  delegates  of  thofe  feveral  focieties,  afiociated  for  the  pur- 
pofe  of  obtaining  a  parliamentary  reform ;  they  met,  and  they 
adjourned  again,  to  meet  in  November.  And  you  will  obferve, 
Gentlemen,  that  a  very  private  and  particular  correfpondencc 
takes  place— a  letter  from  Mr.  Skirving  to  Mr.  Hardy,  of  the 
5th  of  May,  1793,  appears  in  the  evidence  before  you.  I  (hall 
have  occafiqn  to  obferve  fomething  more  upon  that  fubjeft ;  but 
I  now  obferve,  he  fpeaks  of  his  difpofition  of  uniting  in  one 
affembly  commiflioners  from  all  the  countries  of  the  world,  for 
the  purpofe  of  reform.  This  led  to  a  private  correfpondence 
between  Mr*  Hardy  the  prifoner  and  Mr.  Skirving. 

Gentlemen,  this  letter  having  introduced  the.  particular  cor* 
refpondence  between  Mr.  Skirving,  who  was  fecretary  of  the 
delegates  in  Scotland,  which  never  thought  of  giving  themfelves 
the  appellation  of  2  Convention  of  the  People,  on  the  5th  of 
Oftober,  Mr.  Hardy  writes  a  letter  to  Mr.  Skirving,  in  which 
lie  fpeaks  of  the.  trials  of  Muir  and  Palmer,  who  had  been  pro- 
fecuted  for  feditious  conduct  t  and  then  fays,  "  The  general 
Convention  which  you  mention,  appears  to  Mr.  Margarot,  to 
whom  I  alone  have  communicated  your  letter*,"  which  letter 
appears  to  have  been  dated  the  2d  of  Oftober ;  a  it  appears  to 
Mr.  Margarot,  to  whom  I  alone  have  communicated  your  letter* 
and  myfelf,  to  be  a  very  excellent  meafure ;  and  as  fuch,  I  fhould 
wtfh  you,  without  delay,  to  communicate  it  officially  to  your 
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foeiety,  without  any  ways  mentioning  that  you  had  written  to 
tne  privately:  if  in  your  official  letter  you  fliould  require  us  to 
fend  a  deputation  to  that  meeting,  I  have  no  doubt  but  our 
(bciety  would  with  pleafure  accept  the  invitation ;  and  I  am  per. 
fuaded  it  may  do  much  good.  Our  freedom,  as  you  juftly  ob- 
ferve,  depends  entirely  upon  ourfelves,  and  upon  our  availing 
ourfelves  of  this  opportunity,  which  once  loft,  may  not  be  fo  foon 
recovered."  Then,  Gentlemen,  I  think  it  is  rather  material  to 
call  to  your  attention  this  paflage,  u  availing  ourfelves  of  this 
opportunity,  which  once  loft,  may  not  be  fo  foon  recovered ;" 
and  I  obferve  this,  becaufe  I  think  it  tends  to  {hew  this,  that 
however  unprepared  they  might  be,  with  refpeft  to  the  meafures 
they  had  in  view,  with  refpeft  to  carrying  them  into  execution, 
they  had  a  ftrong  impreffion  in  their  minds,  that  unlefs  they  took 
fome  meafures  immediately,  if  they  loft  that  opportunity,  they 
ihould  not  be  able  to  recover  it  again;  it  might  be  loft  for  ever; 
and  therefore  it  was  neceflary  at  all  events  to  take  fteps — There- 
fore, this  letter  of  October,  1793,  having  been  written  by  Mr- 
Hardy,  a  letter  comes  from  Mr.  Skirving,  in  an  official  way, 
4efiring  that  thofe  deputies  might  be  fent.  This  letter  is  commu- 
nicated not  only  to  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  but  to  the 
Society  for  Conftitutional  Information ;  and  in  coniequence  of 
that  communication,  both  thefe  focieties  fent  delegates  to  this 
Scotch  Convention. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  you  will  recoiled,  by  communication  with 
Sheffield,  Norwich,  and  other  places,  they  were  likewife  in* 
duced  to  fend  Delegates  to  the  fame  Convention*  Thefe  are 
the  inftru&ions  given  by  the  London  Correfpondine  Society, 
which  are  figned  by  the  prifoner — tt  Articles  of  inftru&ion 
given  to  citizens  Jofeph  Gerald  and  Maurice  Margaret,  from 
the  London  Correfponding  Society,  at  the  enfuing  Convention 
at  Edinburgh,  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  a  thorough  -parlia~ 
mentary  reform. 

"  Firft,  That  they  {hall  on  no  account  depart  from  the  original 
©bjeft  and  principles  of  this  fociety — namely^  the  obtaining  an- 
nual Parliaments  and  universal  funrage,  by  rational  and  lawful 
means*"-~-Rational  and  lawful  means  are  words  capable  of 
ahnoft  any  conftru<3jon ;  for  when  it  has  been  afterted  in  their 
Committee  of  Conftitution,  that  the  majority  have  a  right  to 
refill  the  minority  for  the  purpofe  of  afierting  what  they  call 
their  indefeafible  rights,  which  are  the  rights  ot  equal  aAive  ci- 
tizenfhip,  rational  and  lawful  means  are  any  means  which,  ac- 
cording to  their  idea  of  reafon,  are  rational,  and  according  to 
their  idea  of  law,  are  lawful  -9  and  they  declare  that  it  is  lawful 
for  die  minority  to  refift  the  majority,  if  the  fcffeft  of  tyranny 
exercifed  by  the  majority  was  to  deprive  them  of  what  they  call 
their  indefeafible  civil  rights— nainely,  a  (hare  in  the  govern* 
meat  of  the  country,  bgth  executive  and  leg  illative. 

Gentlemen, 
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Gentlemen,  the  other  inftruftions  are — «  Secondly,"  they  are 
directed  4<  To  fupport  the  opinion  that  reprefentatives  in  Par- 
liament ought  to  be  paid  by  their  conftitiients. 

tt  Thirdly,  That  the  eleftion  of  Sheriffs  ought  to  be  reftared 
to  the  people. 

tt  Fourthly,  That  Juries  ought  to  be  chofen  by  lot. 

"  Fifthly,  That  aftive  means  ought  to  be  ufed  to  make 
cvQry  man  acquainted  with  the  rights  and  duties  of  a  Jury- 
man* 

"  Sixthly,  That  the  liberty  of  the  prefs  muft  at  all  times  be 
fupported,  and  that  the  publication  of  political  truths  can  never 
be  criminal." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  you  will  obferve,  that  the  four  laft  of  thefe 
have  nothing  to  do  with  parliamentary  reform ;  they  have  no- 
thing to  do  with  it  whatever ;  and  the  fecond  is  only  fupporting 
the  opinion,  that  perfons  in  Parliament  ought  to  be  paid  by  their 
conftituents ;  an  opinion  once  formed  in  this  country,  and  loue 
fince  abandoned,  which,  if  revived,  would  lead  perhaps  to  all 
the  mifchiefs  of  anarchy  and  confufion.  Then  the  feventh  in- 
flruftion  is  this,  becaufe,  Gentlemen,  When  perfons  fpeak  of 
rational  and  lawful  means,  you  muft  neceflarily  underftand  them 
to  mean  thofe  words,  according  to  the  conftruftion  which  they 
themfelves  put  upon  the  words.  Now,  they  fay,  that  their — 
"  Delegates  fhall  on  no  account  depart  from  the  original  objeft 
and  principles  of  this  fociety — namely,  the  obtaining  annual 
Parliaments  and  uhiverfal  fuffrage  by  rational  and  lawful  means." 
In  the  7th  inftruftion,  they  ftate  what  they  conceive  to  be  lawful 
means — what  is  it  ?  That  it  is  the  duty  of  the  people  to  refift 
any  aft  repugnant  to  the  original  principles  of  the  conftitution, 
as  would  be  every  attempt  to  prohibit  aflbciations  for  the  pur- 
pofe  of  obtaining  reform.  If,  therefore,  they  confider,  that  any 
aft,  or  any  authority  whatever,  however  in  the  common  accep- 
tation of  mankind  it  might  be  deemed  lawful,  was  to  be  refitted 
by  them,  if  it  tended  to  prevent  the  execution  of  their  purpofe, 
and  therefore  the  means  taken  to  effeft  fuch  refiftance  were  the 
means  taken  to  obtain  annual  Parliaments  and  univerfal  fuffrage 
by  rational  and  lawful  means. 

Gentlemen,  it  feems  to  me,  therefore,  that  thefe  articles  of 
inftruftion,  upon  the  very  face  of  them,  fliew  that  they  meant 
to  refift  the  conftituted  power  and  authority  of  the  country,  if 
refiftance  to  thofe  conftituted  powers  was  neceflary  to  carry  into 
execution  their  purpofe — namely,  the  obtaining  annual  Parlia- 
ments and  univerfal  fuffrage  by  rational  and  lawful  means ;  and 
that  they  confidered  refiftance  to  the  power  of  this  conftituted 
authority  as  lawful  means  to  that  purpofe  9  and  if  they  confidered 
refiftance  as  lawful,  they  might  vote  attack  to  fuperiede  the  ne- 
ceffity  of  refiftance,  for  if  refiftance  is  lawful,  attack  is. lawful 

alfoj 


I  465  ] 

ajfcf;  %  On  what  principle  is  attack  in  war  justifiable*  but  thai 
refifhnce  is  juftifiable  ?  and  that  attack  is  lawful,  for  the  purpofe 
of  fuperfeding  it. 

Therefore,  Gentlemen,  it  does  Teem  to  me,  that  thefe  in- 
ftruftions  domoft  plainly  (hew  the  objeA  they  had  in  View* 
which  they  call  rational  and  lawful  means,  but  which  they  have 
fufficiently  (hewn  to  be  fuch  a£ts  as  are  in  direct  oppofition  to 
the  conftituted  authority  of  the  country,  and  confequently  a£ts 
of  rebellion. 

Gentlemen,  when  this  is  compared  with  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Conftitution,  you  will  fee  that  thefe  are  the  prin- 
ciples of  government  upon  which  they  fay  government  ought  to 
be  conftituted.  It  is  impoflible  to  put  any  other  conftru&ion  to 
thefe  words,  rational  and  lawful  means,  than  thofe  I  have  done; 
that  is  fuch  means  as,  by  the  exercife  of  their  reafon  unpreju- 
diced, they  tfere  taught  to  believe  were  lawful  means,  among 
which  they  included  the  right  of  the  minority  to  refift  even  a 
vaft  majority  of  the  country,  if  that  majority  attempted  to  with-* 
hold  from  them  thofe  rights,  which  they  confidered  as  indefea- 
fible  civil  rights— -namely,  a  right  to  (hare  in  the  whole  of  the 
government,  as  well  executive  as  legiflative. 

Gentlemen*  the  inftrudions  given  to  the  delegates  of  the 
Society  for  Constitutional  Information  are  couched  unqueftion- 
ably  in  much  more  cautious  language )  they  contain  no  fuch  refo-i 
lution  with  refpe£t  to  refiftance  as  are  given  jn  the  inftru&ions 
of  the  London  Correfponding  Society*  At  the  fame  time,  Gen- 
tlemen, you  will  recolleft  what  my  learned  friend  now.  fuggefts 
to  me — that  all  that  was  done  in  confequence  of  thefe '  inftruc- 
tions  of  the  delegates  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society, 
was  fully  approved  by  the  Society  for  Conftitutionaf  Informa- 
tion, and  that  one  of  their  afts  done  was  in  direct  conformity  to 
thofe  inftru&ions.  The  feventh  inftru&ion  is,  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  people  to  refift  any  aft  of  Parliament  repugnant  to 
the  original  principles  of  the  conftitution,  as  would  be  every 
attempt  to  prohibit  aflbciations  for  the  purpofe  of  reform.— 
You  will  recollect,  one  of  the  refolutions  went  dire&ly  upon 
the  foundation  of  that  inftru&ion,  and  going  indeed  confidcrably 
beyond  \t ;  and  when  I  am  told,  that  perfons  who  fend  delegates 
are  to  be  confidered  as  giving  them  no  other  authority  than  they 
dire&ly  give  them  to  a  certain  degree,  is  true ;  but  the  moment 
they  know  that  thofe  delegates  go  beyond  their  authority,  they 
ought  indeed  to  difavow  them.  But  what  has  the  Conftitutional' 
Society  done  ?  They  have  declared  that  they  approve  them  all, 
and  that  they  confidered  themfelves  as  bound  to  give  the  moft 
effectual  fupport  to  thofe  who  came  to  thofe  refolutions. 

Then)  Gentlemen,  let  us  confider  a  little  what  were  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  afTembly  when  it  met. 

Vol.  IL  3  O  Gentlemen, 
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Gentlemen,  1  (hall  not  go  through  all  their  proceeding*,  be* 
eaufe  that  would  take  up  infinitely  too  great  a  proportion  of 
Jour  time ;  but  there  are  a  few  of  their  proceedings  upon  which 
1  ihall  venture  to  comment ;  and  in  the  firft  place,  I  will  notice 
their  declaring  themfelves  the  Britifli  Convention  of  the  People. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  for  the  purpofe  which  it  is  pretended  they 
had  in  view,  that  declaration  was  abfolutely  unneceflary,  and  not 
only  abfolutely  unneceflary,  but  it  was  improper ;  becaufe,  if 
they  were  to  convey  to  the  Parliament  of  the  country  what  the 
Opinions  of  men  were  upon  the  fubje&,  (opinions  conveyed  by 
delegation  are  in  all  cafes  totally  improper ;  but  opinions  con- 
veyed by  delegation,  where  the  perfons  fpecifically  delegating 
do  not. appear,  are  fell  Ynore  improper;)  if  it  had  been  a  meeting 
ef  the  Societies  of  Sheffield,  of  London,  of  Norwich^  and  fo  on, 
defcribing  them,  there  would  be  a  poflibility  of  afcertaining  who 
they  were  compofed  ef ;  that  would  be  juft  within  a  poffibility, 
and  nothing  more :  but  ftill  it  would  be  within  a  poffibility  that 
the  delegates  might  convey  the  fentiments  of  thofe  perfons  who 
compofed  thofe  feveral  focieties  with  refpeft  to  their  fentiments 
of  a  reform  j  certainly  a  very  incomplete  method  of  conveying 
thofe  fentipients :  for  you  fee,  the  delegate  from  die  Society  for 
Conftftutional  Information  would  have  conveyed  the  fentiments 
of  Mr.  Sheridan,  and  other  perfons,  whofe  names  are  upon  the 
books,  but  who  have  not  attended  them  for  feveral  years ;  fo  that 
even  an  aflbciation  of  delegates  of  thefe  focieties  conveying  to 
Parliament  the  opinion  of  perfons  upon  the  fubjeft  is  perfeftly 
abfurd,  for  they  can  convey  no  more  than  the  opinions  of  par- 
ticular men  wiio  took  to  acting  parts  in  thefe  focieties;  but 
when  delegates  of  focieties  call  themfelves  a  Convention  of  the 
People,  they  praflife  impofition  upon  that  Parliament,  for  tbey 
were  only  a  meeting  of  delegates  of  thofe  focieties,  and  there- 
fore had  no  right  to  call  themfelves  a  Convention  of  the  People ; 
and  therefore,  m  conveying  to  Parliament  the  fentiments  of  the 
people  of  the  country,  it  was  not  only  unneceffary,  but  perfectly 
improper,  that  they  ihould  afitime  the  character  of  a  Convention 
of  the  People.  For  what  purpofe  could  they  "then  aflume  it? 
It  could  only  be  for  this — they  aflumed  the  character  for  the 
purpofe  of  afliiming  the  power  rieceflarily  attributable  to  a  real 
Convention  of  the  People.  That  is  the  only  purpofe  for  which 
theycould  have  aflumed  it,  and  I  conceive  tne  only  purpofe  far 
which  you  can  believe  they  have  aflumed  it,  and  not  for  the 
purpofe  which  the  ingenious  Counfel  contended,  for  that  could 
not  have  been  within  their  view— -it  was  totally  inconfiflent 
with  their  ideas,  to  have  conveyed  to  the  Parliament  of  this 
country,  by  a  number  of  delegates,  the  opinions  of  the  people, 
the  perfons  fo  delegated  having  no  right  to  ftate  what  was  re- 
folved  upon,  than  as  the  fentiments  of  a  variety  of  dubs.— 
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It  was  nothing  more  than  a  delegation  from  a  variety  of  clubs, 
and  of  the  individual  members  who  compofed  thofe  clubs. 

With  refpeft  to  the  evidence  given  relative  to  Mr.  York,  h$ 
puts  this  beyond  all  fort  of  doubt :  he  fays,  the  BritiCh  Convene 
tion  fplit  upon  a  rock.  Why  ?  becaufe  they  had  declared  them- 
felves  a  Convention  of  the  reople,  before  the  people  were  pre- 
pared for  it ;  before  they  had  authority  from  the  people,  they 
took  upon  themfelves  to  declare  themfelves  fa  They  ought  firft 
to  have  come  forward  by  an  addrefs  to  the  people  at  large ;  that 
they  ought  to  have  continued  in  their  orginal  character  as  dele-* 
gates  of  focieties  till  they  had  prepared  the  minds  of  the  people 
at  large,  before  they  declared^  that  they  were  a  Convention  of 
the  People,  in  order  that  they  might  obtain  that  fort  of  tacit 
confent  which  was  obtained  to  a  declaration  of  the  fame  fprt  by 
the  States-General  of  France-,  for  the  members  of  the  States- 
General  meeting  on  the  7th  of  June,  1789,  (being;  till  then  at- 
fembled  under  the  authority  of  the  King,  and  therefore  acting 
in  fubordination  of  that  authority,  which  the  ancient  conftitution 
of  France  required  they  fhould  zSt  under,)  declared  themfelves  a 
National  Affembly,  and  therefore  that  .the  King  could  put  no 
negative  upon  their  authority.  If  they  had  not  been  fupported 
by  the  people  in  that  declaration*  they  could  not  have  a&ed  in 
the  character  which  thev  then  aflumea;  but  the  people  did  Air- 
port them,  and  the  public  mind  was  prepared  to  fupport  them, 
as  a  Convention  of  the  People ;  and  being  fo  prepared  to  fupport 
them  as  a  Convention,  and  give  them  all  the  force,  ftrength,  and 
efficacy  of  a  Convention,  from  that  time  they  did  act  as  fuch 
Convention,  from  that  time  they  were  completely  the  fovereign 
power  in  the  ftate.  Mr.  York  laid,  and  truly,  that  the  Conven- 
tion at  Edinburgh  had  declared  themfelves  a  Convention  of  the 
People  before  they  were  prepared  by  the  opinion  of  the  people 
to  declare  that  they  were  To ;  that  therefore  they  had  (plit  upon 
a  rock ;  that  they  ought  to  have  addrefled  the  public  at  large  on 
the  fubject  firft,  thus  to  have  prepared  the  public  mind,  and  if 
they  found  that  the  people  were  ready  to  fupport  them  in  the 
character  which  they  meant  to  aflume — that  of  a  Convention  of 
the  People,  then,  and  not  till  then,  to  declare  themfelves  as  fuch, 
and  aflume  all  the  authority  and  all  the  consequences  of  being  a 
Convention  of  the  People. 

Gentlemen,  this  Convention  having  proceeded  in  this  man-, 
ner,  not  only  thought  proper  to  call  itfelf  i  Convention  of  the 
People,  a  Britifh  Convention  of  the  People,  neceffarily  including 
the  whole  ifland,  but  the  Britifh  Convention,  one  and  indtvifible ; 
and  date  their  tranfactions  firft  year  of  the  Britifh  Convention, 
one  and  indivifible.  What  could  this  be  ufed  for  but  to  exprefs 
that  they  confider  themfelves  as  the  whole  people  of  Great  Bri- 
tain united  by  delegation  in  one  common,  caufe,  not  to  be  fepa- 
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rated,  not  to  be  divided,  till  they  had  completely  and  effe&ually 
carried  into  execution  thofe  feveral  purpofes  which  they  went 
into  that  Convention  for  to  carry  i  What  was  the  purpofe  of 
Mr.  Margarot  and  Mr.  Gerald,  we  have  clearly  before  you  5 
what  were  the  purpofes  of  Mr.  York,  who,  though  he  dia  not 

to,  was  chofen  a  delegate  from  the  Conftitutional  Society,  we 
ave  alfo  as  clearly;  and  we  have  alfo  the  purpofes  of  Mr,  Sin- 
clair, the  other  delegate ;  and  we  have  flo  doubt  but  this  overt 
aft  in  itfelf  was  an  aft  of  high  treafon :  and  1  beg  leave  to  ob- 
ferve,  that  the  Attorney  General  faid,  in  his  place  in  the  Houfe 
of  Commons,  that,  as*  far  as  he  could  vote,  it  did  appear  to  him 
ftrongly,  that  it  ought  to  have  been  fo  conftrued ;  but  an  aft  is 
an  aft  of  .treafon,  or  a  fimple  aft  of  fedition,  according  to  the 
degree  of  evidence  which  you  can  produce. 

Gentlemen,  what  was  the  argument  my  learned  friend  Mr, 
Gibbs  prefled  fo  much  upon  you  ?  He  did  not  deny  that  the 
?fts  of  his  client  were  very  blameable,  very  fedjtious  ;  but  they 
<lo  not  amount  to  high  treafon.  And  why  do  they  not  ?  Becaufe, 
in  the  afts  he  dic^he  had  not  the  conception  of  depofing  the 
King,  and  comparing  his  death,  and  eftablifhing  a  democratic 

fovernment  in  the  country.  In  the  profecutions  carried  on  in 
cotland,  in  the  cafes  0/  Mr.  Margarot  and  Mr.  Gerald,  the 
full  evidence  was  not  in  their  view  to  bring  it  forward  to  the 
view  of  the  Court;  and  unlefs  they  could  bring  it  forward  to  the 
view  of  the  Court,  they  could  not  eftablifh  againft  the  parties 
that  degree  of  intent  which  was  neceffary  to  conftitute  the  crime 
of  high  treafon ;  and,  therefore,  I  contend,  there  was  no  blame 
upon  that  account  againft  the  Courts  of  Scotland.  The  Courts 
pf  Scotland  have  been  accufed  of  being  too  rigorous :  if  it  ap- 
peared to  be  high  treafon  from  what  appeared  before  them,  it 
would  have  been  their  duty  to  have  taken  care  that  thofe  were 
profecuted  accordingly  who  were  charged  with  it ;  but  the  com- 
plete criminal  intent  did  not  appear,  and  therefore  they  pro- 
ceeded againft  them,  according  to  the  law  of  Scotland,  for  fedi* 
lion  j  and  I  only  beg  leave  to  fay,  that  even  with  refpeft  to 
them,  the  queftion  agitated  was,  whether  there  exifted  that  dif- 
tinftion  between  treafon  and  fedition  which  the  laws  of  this 
country  make ;  whether  there  was  a  diftinft  crime  denominated 
by  the  law  of  Scotland  as  fedition,  for  that  was  the  queftion  that 
was  agitated ;  the  law  of  England  makes  every  degree  of  fedi- 
tion (a  mifdemeanour  until  it  amounts  to  high  treafon.  If  you 
look  into  the  ancient  law  of  England,  you  will  find,  that  fedi- 
tion was  a  crime  by  our  laws >  and  if  there  did  exift  a  law  of 
Edition  in  Scotland,  and  if  fedition  was  a  diftinft  crime  in 
Scotland,  and  was  capable  of  being  punifhed  as  fuch,  the  con- 
sequence of  that  would  be,  that  certainly  a  very  fevere  punifh- 
fnen(  muft  be  the  proper  puniihmqit  of  a  crime  which  amounted 
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to  that  height ;  and  the  only  queftion  you  can  make  upon  the 
fubjefb  is,  whether  it  was  merely  a  mifdemeanour,  or  did  amount 
to  the  heinous  crime  of  high  treafon. 

Gentlemen,  the  refolutions  and  proceedings  of  this  fociety 
$n  Scotland  are  produced  by  Mr.  ScQtt,  and  they  are  very  ex- 
traordinary: they  begin  with  declaring  themfelves  a  Britilh  Con- 
vention, and  their  fcveral  proceedings  have  been  read  to  youx 
in  which  it  appears,  that  they  correfponded  with  the  priloner 
at  the  bar,  and  with  feveral  other  perfons,  in  which  it  ,alfo  ap„ 
pears,  that  they  adopted  feveral  of  the  moil  feditious  proceedings 
which  had  been  taken  in  this  country,  and  that  they  had  reports 
taken  of  the  ftate  of  the  countiy  in  England  as  well  as  in  Scot- 
land, the  effe&  of  which  was  to  juftify  their  declaring  themfelves 
a  Convention  of  the  People;  for  it  appears,  upon  the  proceedings 
of  the  6th  of  November,  1793,  that  one  of  the  London  Dele- 

S rates  mif-ftated  the  frtuation  of  their  focieties.  Citizen  Margarot 
aid — a  That  the  focieties  in  London  were  very  numerous,  though 
fometimes  fluctuating.  In  fome  parts  of  England,  whole  towns 
are  reformers ;  in  Sheffield  and  environs,  there  were  50,000." 
Though  it  has  been  .Ihewn  to  you,  that  the  fociety  in  Sheffield 
never  confifted  of  more  than  600. 

"  In  Norwich,  there  are  30  focieties  in  one.-- -If  we  could 
get  a  Convention  of  England  and4 Scotland  called,  we  might 
reprefent  fix  or  feven  hundred  thoufand  males,  which  is  a  ma- 
jority of  all  the  adults  -in  the  kingdom,  and  miniftry  would  not 
dare  to  refufe  us  our  rights." 

Gentlemen,  it  was  in  confequence  of  this  information  that 
they  gave  themfelves  that  title  I  have  ftated  to  you.  You  will 
recolfca,  that  in  their  proceedings  they  went  to  the  extent  of 
making  a  new  union  between  England  and  Scotland ;  a  union 
which  fhould  perfe&ly  remove  all  boundaries  and  diftin&ions 
between  the  two  kingdoms.  Now,  Gentlemen,  whether  that 
would  or  would  not  be  a  wife  meafure,  is  another  queftion ;  but 
there  is  a  propofal  for  that  purpofe  that  is  afluming,  to  a  very 
confiderable  degree,  a  power  of  the  moft  extraordinary  kind — 
not  only  fovereign  power,  but  fovereign  power  tending  to  the 
deftruraon  of  a  very  folemn  league  between  two  nations,  who 
were,  at  one  time,  diftind,  feparate,  and  independent  fovereign 
powers. 

Gentlemen,  they  refolye — a  To  publifh  an  addrefs  to  the 
public,  and  a  Committee  was  appointed  to  confider  the  means 
and  draw  up  the  outlines  of  a  plan  of  general  union  and  co- 
operation of  the  two  nations,  in  their  general  purfuit  of  a  tho- 
rough reform  of  Parliament,  which  was  unanimoufly  agreed  to," 
And  they  likewife  had  a  Committee  to  draw  up  rules  for  the 
internal  government,  and  tickets  for  admiffion;  and  this  they 
refolve  fhall  be  a  ftanding  law  of  this  and  all  future  Conven- 
tions, looking  in  profpeft,  no  doubt,  to  a  regular  and  conftant 
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cftablifhrnent,  not  to  an  accidental  eftablifhment  to  a  particular 
purpofe, 

,  Gentlemen,  there  are  many  other  proceedings,  infinitely  too 
numerous  for  me  now  to  obferve  upon — propoftng  a  general  feft, 
and  a  variety  of  other  proceedings :  (hewing,  that  they  confidered 
themfelves  as  having  a  very  different  view  than  as  an  aflembly  of 
delegates  of  feveral  focieties,  met  (imply  for  the  purpofe  of  pe- 
titioning Parliament  for  reform;  they  received  contributions, 
patriotic  gifts,  and  donations,  adopting,  not  in  the  ufe  of  par- 
ticular words,  but  adopting  in  all  their  proceedings,  thofe  .ex- 
preffions  which  have  been  adopted  in  the  French  Convention. 
They  talk  of  their  own  aflembly  as  a  Houfe,  and  of  taking  the 
fenfe  of  the  Houfe  upon  their  queftions ;  and  you  muft  be  con- 
vinced, they  had  in  view  an  eftablifhment  uport  quite  a  different 
principle  than  that  of  a  meeting  of  delegates  of  focieties,  for  the 
purpofe  of  obtaining  a  reform  in  Parliament.  You  will  likewife 
obferve  all  that  palled  refpe&ing  enlightening  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland >  terms,  that  it  is  impoffible  to  avoid  confidering  as  an 
intention  of  arming  them.  Thefe  perfons  alfq  talk  of  confider- 
ing the  good  of  the  Highlanders,  and  other  circumflances  which 
I  am  not  able  diftinftly  to  call  to  your  memory;  and  then  there 
is  this  refolution :— - u  That  it  be  recommended  to  the  different 
focieties  throughout  the  country,  to  copy  the  Bill  of  Rights  into 
their  minute  books,  as  the  ground  of  their  proceedings,  in  order 
to  prevent  improper  conftrudtfons  upon  their  conduct  as  friends  to 
reform." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  that  recommendation  feems  to  me  to  be 
completely  upon  that  principle  of  deception  I  before  noticed* 
There  could  be  no  purpofe  for  which  that  was  entered,  but  to 
bold  out  a  quiet  and  peaceable  difpofition  which  .they  did  not 
mean  finally  to  abide  by— the  Bill  of  Rights  being:  by  them,  in 
the  books  which  they  recommended,  called  the  Bui  of  Wrongs, 
and  treated  with  the  utmoft  contempt* 

Gentlemen,  but  it  ferved  not  only  to  cover  the  intent  of  thefe 
focieties,  but  alfo  to  teach  them,  that  the  Bill  of  Rights  gave  ai\ 
authority  to  them  to  meet  in  a  Convention  of  the  People.  As 
the  People  in  the  country  were  told  that  they  went  upon  the 
Bill  of  Rights,  and  that  they  meant  to  call  a  Convention,  and 
that  the  Bill  of  Rights  allowed  it  them,  they  were  led  to  believe 
that  the  Bill  of  Rights  declared  it  was  right  to  do  (b  j  a  circura* 
ftance,  with  a  vaft  variety  of  others,  by  which  the  poor  people 
have  been  deluded,  like  that  unfortunate  man  Hill,  who  was 
brought  to  your  bar,  and  told  you,  that  all  he  had  in  view  was 
the  restoration -of  the  conftitution  as  it  was  in  1 688;  Whereat 
iihee  that  time,  there  have  been  no  material  alterations,  except 
the  triennial  and  feptennial  ads,  and  thofe  other  ads  which 
have  tended  rather  to  the  benefit  of  the  people  than  other* 
Wife. 
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Gentlemen,  then  comes  this  famous  resolution,  in  which  * 
blank  was  left,  and  which  was  come  to  on  the  28th  of  Novem- 
ber, 1793.     Now*  Gentlemen,  I  wifli  to  know  how  it  is  that 
the  learned  Counfel  for  the  prifoner,  whom  I  do  not  now  fee  ia 
Court,  and  my  learned  friend  who  addrefled  you  laft,  how  thejr 
reconcile  this  refolution,  fo  left  in  blank,  with  the  principles 
which  they  ftated  this  Convention  to  have  a£ted  upon ;  but  they 
endeavoured  to  pafs  by  it,  and  fay,  that  whatever  blame  might 
be  imputed  to  this  Convention,  the  prifoner  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it.    In  the  courfe  of  this,  Gentlemen,  you  will  recoUedt  the  • 
Solemnity  with  which  all  thefe  tranfa&ions  were  carried  on  in  all 
their  mod  important  parts,  and  that  on  this  occafion,  a  after  an 
excellent   difcuflion  of    the  queftion,   pertinent   remarks  and 
amendments,  the  Convention  was  refumed,  and  the  whole,  at 
amended,  being  read  over,  the  members  flood  upon  their  feet 
and  pafled  the  refolution  unanijnoufly  as  follows*9'     You  will 
recoiled,  likewife,  that  this  was  preceded  in  the  courfe  of  the 
debate  by  Citizen  Brown's  giving  an  hiftory  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Aft  i  and  therefore,  applying  to  take  a  very  important  part  ia 
the  difcuflion  of  the  queftion.     Matthew  Campbell  Brown  was 
the  delegate  from  Sheffield,  and  he  has  been  ftated  to  you  to  be 
one  of  the  editors  of  the  Patriot. 

Gentlemen,  there  is  in  the  minutes  a  blank  for  this  refolution 
after  the  laid  refolution 'was  agreed  to,  and  folemnly  approved  o£ 
as  above ;  the  minutes  4mport,  that  Citizen  Gerald,  in  an  ener- 
getic and  u  animated  fpeech,   addrefled  the  meeting,  and  ex* 
prefled  his  happtnefs  at  the  motion  pafled,  and  expofed  the  a&  of 
the  Irifli  Parliament  called  a  Convention  Bill,  and  Citizen  Brown," 
that  is,  Matthew  Campbell  Brown,  "  followed  him  in  a  manly 
fpeech,  and  proved  the  influence  of  the  executive  government 
over  the  Parliament.     Then  Citizen  Margarot  read  and  pro- 
pofed  the  following  refolutions  j"  and  I  will  now  ftate  to  you  the 
refolution  for  which  there  was  a  blank  left  in  their  >ninutes — 
*  Refolved,  that  the  following   declaration  and  refolution  be 
inferted  at  the  end  of  our  minutes,  viz — That  this  Convention, 
considering  the  calamitous  confequences  of  any  ad  of  the  legifla- 
ture  which  may  tend  to  deprive  the  whole  or  any  part  of  th$ 
people  of  their  undoubted  right  to  meet,  either  by  themfelves  or 
by  delegation,  to  difcvfs  any  matter  relative  to  their,  common 
intereft,  whether  of  a  public  or  private  nature,  and  holding  the 
fame  to  be  totally"  inconfiftent  with  the  firft  principles  and  iafety 
of  fociety,  and  alfo  fubverilveof  our  known  and  acknowledged 
conftitutional  liberties,  do  hereby  declare  before  God  and  the 
world/'  which  you  recollect  is  the  folemn  manner  in  which  an 
oath  is  taken  in  Scotland  by  persons  of  a  particular  defcription, 
u  that  we  ihall  follow  the  wholefome  example  of  former  times, 
by  paying  no  regard  to  any  a&  which  fhaJl  militate  againft  the 
conftitution  of  <?ur  country,  and  ihall  continue  to  aiTemble,  and 
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confider  of  the  beft  means  by  which  we  can  aceomplifh  a  real 
reprefenfation  of  the  people  and  annual  eleftion,  until  compelled 
to  defift  by  fuperior  foree." 

Why,  U-entlcmen,  what  is  this  but  a  declaration  that  they  would 
refill  force,  that  they  would  refill  unqueftionably  inferior  .force, 
and  that  it  fhould  be  fuperior  force  only  that  fhould  compel  them 
to  defift  ?     They  then  refolve,  "  That  the  firft  notice  given  for 
the  introduction  of  a  Convention  Bill,  or  any  bill  of  a  fimilar 
tendency  to  that  paffed  in  Ireland  in  the  laft  feflion  of  their  Par- 
liament, or  any  bill  for  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Aft,.—"  fo  that  you  fee,  Gentlemen,  there  would  now  have 
been  an  aftual  rebellion,  becaufe  the  aft  for  the  fufpenfion  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Aft  has  aftually  patted ;  a  or  the  aft  for  pre- 
venting wrongous  imprifonment,    and  againft  undue  delays  in 
trials  in  North  $ritain;  or  in  cafe  of  an  invafion  or  the  admif- 
fion  of  any  foreign  troops  whatfoever  into  Great  Britain  or 
Ireland.      All,  or  any  one  of  thefe  calamitous  circumftances, 
(hall  be  a  fignal  to  the  feveral  delegates,  to  repair  to  fuch  place 
as  the  Secret  Committee  of  this  Convention  {hall  appoint — " 
for  you  will  obferve  that,  throughout  all  their  proceedings,  you 
find  a  Secret  Committee— that  is*  a  few  perfons  who  keep  in 
fecret  from  the  reft  all  the  important  proceedings.     There  is  no 
one  of  the  proceedings  of  thefe  focieties,  or  thofe  with  whom 
they  are  connefted,  in  which  you  do  not  find  a  Committee  of 
Secrefy  to  guide  and  direft  the  whole — the  formation  of  a  Secret 
Committee    being  neceffarily  the  formation  of  a  thing  which 
they  conceived  would  not  bear  the  light  of  day ;  a  thing  which 
they  conceived  would  not  be  permitted  by  the  exifting  govern- 
ment of  the  country,  who  are  bound  to  keep  the  peace  of  that 
country — u  and  the  firft  feven  members  fhall  have  power  to  de- 
clare the  fittings  permanent;  fhall  conftitute  a  Convention,  and 
twenty-one  proceed  to  buHners." 

What  h  this  but  a  declaration,  that  if  they  were  compelled 
by  fuperior  force  to.difcontinue  their  meetings  in  Edinburgh, 
they  would  not  therefore  ceafe  to  be  a  Convention  of  the  People, 
but  they  would  repair  immediately  to  fuch  place  as  the  Secret 
Committee  of  the  Convention  fhould  appoint  ?  That,  being 
fb  repaired,  the  firft  feven  members  that  fhould  meet  fhall  have 
power  to  declare  the  fittings  permanent;  fhould  commence  the 
Convention  immediately,  and  the  moment  they  amount  to 
the  number  of  twenty-one,  proceed  to  bufinefs.  Why*  Gen- 
tlemen, if  they  were  compelled  by  fupprioj  force,  that  is,  by  the 
power  and  government  of  the  country,  to  defift  from. their 
meeting,  and  had  gone  and  aflembled  in  another  part  of  the 
country,  what  would  be  the  effeft  of  their  aiTembling,  but  to 
evade  the  fuperior  force,  and  afting  in  that  other  place  with  mwe 
effeft,  becaufe  protefted  in  that  fecret  place  againft  the  confti- 

tution  of  the  country  i     They  likewifc  refolve-r— "  That  each 
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delegate,  immediately  on  his  return  Home,  do  convene  his  eon* 
ftituents,  and  explain  to  them  the  neceffity  of  hefting  a  delegate 
or  delegates,"  (which,  I  conceive,  muft  neceflarrily  mean  feme- 
thing  hke  the  perfons  fupplying  immediately  witn  a  delegate; 
without  any  delay,  the  place  of  any  whofe  feats  might  become 
vacant  in  this  Convention  of  the  People,)  c*  and  of  eftablifMngr 
a  fund  without  delay,  againft  any  of  thefe  emergencies,'  for  his  or 
their  expence ;  and  that  they  inftnift  the  faid  delegate  or  dele- 
gates to  hold  themfclves  ready  to  depart  at  one  hours  warning." 
Then  they  refolve,  which  flfewS  clearly  what  they  meant  by  the 
latter  part'  of  the  refolutioni  a  That  the  moment  or  any  illegal 
difperfron  of  the  BritifK  Cdnvention  ftall  be  confidered  as  a  fudi- 
mons  to  the  delegates  tQ  rtpair  to  the  place  of  meeting. *'  Sd 
that,  Without  delay,  this  Secret  Committee  Was  immediately  td 
proceed  to  fix  upon  fome  plate,'  at  which  place  this  affembfy  6t 
people  were  to  meet ;  if  they  fhouH  be  dilperfed  by  any  fuperiolf 
force  of  government,  they  were  to  meet  in  this  other  place  ap-*" 
pointed  for  flie  Convention  of  Emergency  by  the  Secret  Com- 
mittee, and  at  which  other  place  they  were  necefiarily  to  meet  iflt  • 
oppofition  tp  the  government  of  the  country. 

This  was  communicated  moft  completely  to  Mr.  Hardy  by  a 
letter  written  to  him  by  Mr/Margarot,  December  2,  1/03,  ixt' 
which  he  exprefsly  ftates,  that  the  Convention  had  declared  itfelf 
permanent,  which  muft  mean,  that  it  meant  to  make  itfelf  what 
the  efFeft  of  the  declaration  Contained — the  declaration  of  per- 
manence being  one  of  the  moft  important  parts  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  French  National  Convention,  when  it  declared  itfetf 
fudi  a  Conventioif,  on  flife  meeting  of  the  States-General  of 
France  in  17^9,  and  when  they  authorifed  the  colle&ion  of  the1 
revenue,  but  that  it  fhould  be  no  longer  than  during  the  time 
of  their  fitting;  and,  in  the  hiftbry'of  our  own  country,  die 
feme  fort  of  permanence  was  the  means  by  Which  the  Parliament 
in  the  reign  of  Charles  I;  finally  deftroyed  the  authority  of  thatf 
monarch :  and,  therefore,  this  Convention'  voted  itfeli  perma- 
nent, and,  in  cafe  they  fhould  be  dtfperfed,'  they  were  tb  have  a 
Convention  of  Emergency,  which  was  to  meet  in  a  fecret 
place.  And  this  letter  ot  Margarot's  to  Hitdy  has  likewife  a' 
direft  reference  to  the  appointing  of  fofrie  other  place  by  the 
Secret  Committee  for  the  meeting  of  the  Convention,  if  in  cafe* 
they  fhould  be  difperfed.  This  letter  ftates  thefe  circumffances,  * 
that  die  Convention  had  declared  itfelf  permanent,  by  Which  it 
muft  have  adverted  to  thefe  refolutions ;  and  it  likewife  ftates,- 
that  they  were  to  fit  in  fome  other  part  of  the  country,  not  yet 
declaring  any  account  of  their  difperfion.  The  meaning  of  it  i* 
dire<My  to  infer,  that  this  part  of  the  inftru&ions  to  the  Secret" 
Committee  Without  delay  to  fix  a  place  of  meeting  in  cafe  the/ 
fhould  he  difperfed,  or  any  otter  of  the  cafev  in  Which  the  Corn- 
Vox.  IL  3P  mittct 
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cflfea. 

Gentlemen,  I  beg  pardon— I  underftand,  by  fome  accident, 
that  letter  has  not  heen  given  in  evidence,  therefore  I  defire 
you  will  lay  it  totally  out  of  your  confideration. 

Gentlemen,  you  will  recollect,  in  purfuance  of  this  refolution, 
that  they  actually  did  refufe  to  be  difperfed  till  they  were  com- 

Kelled  Dy  fuperior  force;  and  this  is  proved  by  a  letter  from 
Ir.  Margarot,  in  which  he  ftates,  how  himfelf  and  Mr*  Gerald, 
were  pulled  out  of  the  chair,  fo  that  they  not  only  came  to  the 
refolution,  but  acted  upon  it,    in  a  certain  degree — the  other 
part  of  thefe  minutes,  when  they  are  confidered  in  reference  to 
the  whole,  contain  a  very  extraordinary  circumftance;  for  you 
will  obferve,  that-  this  Convention  was  to  meet  as  a  Convention 
of  Emergency  at  a  fecret  place,  to  be  appointed  by  a  Secret 
Committee,  not  only  in  cafe  of  its  being  compelled  to  defift  from 
its  fittings  at  Edinburgh,  being  (Jifperled  by  fuperior  force,  but 
alfo  in  fome  other  cafes.    What  were  thofe  cafes  ?     One  of  them 
was — a  As  foon  as  notice  fhall  be  given  for  the  introduction  of 
a  Convention  Bill — "  therefore,  as  foon  as  any  meafure  fhall  ap- 
pear to  be  taken- by  the  government  of  this  country  for  the  pur- 
pofe.of  difperfing  their  meeting,  which  they  would  think  likely 
to  have  effect,  they  would  aflemble  in  that  fecret  place,  in  that 
place  of  fefety  appointed  by  the  Committee  as  a  Committee  of 
femergency*  (removing  themfelves  from  Edinburgh,)  where  they 
would  be  more  likely  to  evade  that  fuperior  force  than  elfe where; 
and  this  they  likewife  extend  to  the  fufpenfion  of  tbe  Habeas 
Corpus  A&,  and  the  introduction  of  foreign  troops ;  and  they 
likewife  declare  their  intention  of  aflembling  this  Convention  of 
Emergency  in  cafe  of  an  invafion. 

I  am  fure,  Gentleman,  I, remember,  that  letter  has  been  read; 
the  words,  "  that  in  cafe  of  an  invafion,"  are  omitted  in  that 
letter ;  and  Mr.  Margarot  ftates,  that  the  Convention  has  done 
that  which  he  does  not  think  fafe  to  communicate  by  letter. 

u  The  Convention,"  he  fays,  "  proceed  with  great  fpirit;  we 
lit  daily;  as  the  minutes  are  to  be  printed,  we  will,  at  prefent, 
only  give  you  the  heads  of  them,  namely,  that  fhould  any  attempt 
be  made  by  government  for  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Bill,  the  introduction  of  a  Convention.  Bill,  or  the  landing  of 
foreign  troops  in  Great  Britain  or  Ireland,  the  delegates  are  im- 
mediately to  aflemble  in  Convention  at  a  certain  place,  the  ap- 
pointment of  which  is  left  with  the  Secret  Committee;,  that 
When  feven  delegates  fhall  be  thus  affembled,  they  fhall  declare 
themfelves  permanent,  and  when  their  number  amounts  to 
twenty-one,  they  fhall  proceed  to  bufinefs.  Thus,  you  fee,  we 
are  providing  agairift  what  may  happen."  This  is  a  letter 
written  to  Mr,  Hardy  himfelf— u  thus  you  fee  we  are  providing 
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againft  what  may  happen,"    Then  the  letter  proceeds  to  ftatei 
many  other  things.     u  Letters  convey  but  very  imperfe&ly,  and 
with  no  great  degree  of  fafety,  what  we  might  wilh  to  inform 
each  other  of."     And,  in  a  fubfequent  letter  of  the  8th  of  De- 
cember, 1793,  you  will  find  he  fays — w  Not  daring  any  longer 
to  truft  to  the  poft,  we  fend  you  all  thefe  papers  in  a  parcel— 
You  will  be  fo  good  as  to  make  us  acquainted  if  they  fafe  ar- 
rive/*     What  thefe  papers  are,  we  do  not  know.      "  Gerald 
wifhes  to  get  to  London  as  foon  as  poffible ;  he  will  communi- 
cate that  which  cannot  be  fo  fully  exprefled  by  letter.     You  may 
confider  this  as  a  private  letter,  but  you  may  read  fuch  parts  of 
it  as  you  think  proper  to  any  member  of  the  fociety,  especially 
where  it  may  be  produftive  of  good."     Then  here  are  refolu- 
tions  which  people  come  to,  which  they  are  afraid  to  enter  upon 
the  minutes  of  their  proceedings;  which  they  are  afraid  to  com- 
municate in  their  correfpondence  with  each  other ;  which  they 
leave  to  be  communicated  by  word  of  mouth  by  one  of  the  par- 
ties; and  even  this  very  letter  is  cautioufly  written  on  the  fub-  ' 
jeft  to  Mr.  Hardy  as  a  private  letter,  of  which  he  might  com- 
municate fuch  parts  of  it  as  he  might  think  proper  to  any  mem- 
ber of  the  fociety,  leaving  to  him  the  feleftion  of  the  matter  and 
the  feledion  of  the  parts,  as  he  thought  proper,  according  to  the 
fervor  in  the  public  caufe  that  any  member  might  have,  or  the 
confidence  he  might  have  in  any  particular  member,  efpecially 
where  it  might  be  produdive  of  good — Shewing  moft  clearly 
that  the  prifoner  was  to  be  the  aftive  means  by  which  this  con- 
fpiracy  was  to  be  carried  on,  to  whofe  difcretion  he  was  wholly 
to  confide,  and  who  was  to  communicate  to  the  other  members 
of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  fach  and  fuch  parts  only 
of  this  correfpondence,  mutilated  as  it  is,  for  fear  of  die  danger 
that  might  attend  a  communication  by  letter,  to  communicate 
only  fuch  parts  as  he  thought  proper. 

Gentlemen,  I  ftated  to  you,  .that  it  was  my  Intention  next  to 
advert  to  the  parts  of  the  minutes  which  follow  the  blanks, 
where  thefe  refolutions  ought  to  have  been  entered,  if  they  had 
been  entered  according  to  the  daily  proceedings,  and  according 
to  the  ordinary  courfe  of  their  proceedings;  but  which,  according 
to  the,refobition  at  the  head  of  this  refolution,  were  only  to  be 
entered  at  the  end  of  their  minutes ;  after  this,  flaring  the  very 
folemn  manner  in  which  they  were  pafied,  {hewing,  by  that  very 
fblemnity,  and  the  omifiion  of  the  word  invafion,  the  importance 
which  thefe  perfons  attached  to  them,  and  the  importance  they 
attached  to  that  particular  word.  u  Citizen  Margarot  read  and 
propofed  the  following  motion— That  a  Secret  Committee  of 
three,  with  the  fecretary,  be  appointed  to  determine  the  place 
where  the  Convention  of  Emergency  {hall  meet;  that  fuch  place 
lhall  remain  a  fecret  with  them,  and  with  the  fecretary  of  this 
Convention)  and  that  each  delegate  {hall,  at  the  breaking  up  of 
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the  prcfent  feflion,  be  intruded  with  a  fealed  letter,  containing 
the  name  of  the  place  of  meeting  >  that  this  letter  (hall  be  de- 
livered* unopened,  to  his  constituents,  the  receipt  of  which  (ball 
be  acknowledged  by  a  fetter  to  the  fecretary,  preferved  in  the 
fame,  (late,  until  the  period  fhall  arrive  at  which  it  (hall  be 
deemed  neceflary  for  the  delegate  to  fet  off."  So  that  the  place 
of  the  meeting  of  this  Convention  was  not  only  to  be  determined 
upon  by  a  Secret  Committee  of  three,  a  very  (mall  number,  but 
that  it  (bould  remain  a  {ecret  .with  them  and  the  (ecretary. 
And  at  the  breaking  up  of  that  feflion,  for  during  that  feffion  it 
Would  not  be  neceflary  to  make  ufe  of  this  emergency  ejecting 
'in  a  fecret  place,  then  each  member  (Bould  carry  with  them,  io 
a  fealed  letter,  the  name  of  the  place  of  meeting ;  that  this 
'letter  (bould  be  delivered,  unopened,  to  his  conltituents,  and  it 
fhould  be  prefexved  in  the  fame  ftate  until  the  period  arrives 
at  which  it  (hould  be  deemed  neceflary  for  the  delegates  to  fet  off. 
So  that  it  was  not- to  be  Jcnown  till  the  very  moment  when  it 
irtight  be  thought  proper  to  fet  off,  except  to  thefe  three,  where 
$hat  place  was  to  be. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  fuch  proceedings  as  thefe  have  not  ,the  leaft 
femblance  of  an  intention  to  petition  Parliament  for  the  purpofe 
of  a  parliamentary  reform ;  it  is  abfolutely  impoflible  to  give  any 
credit  to  any  fuch  aflertion. 

And,  Gentlemen,  you  will  likewife  recoiled  that  my  learned 
friend  Mr*  Gibbs  Admitted,  that  if  you  could  not  give  that  fort 
of  conftru&ion  to  their  proceedings,  you  muft  of  neceifity  give 
that  eonftru&ion  which  we  cpntend  ought  to  be  put  upon  them ; 
if  you  cpuld  not  perfuade  yourfelves  that  the  only  objed  of  thefe 
meetings  was  quietly  and  peaceably  to  prepare  petitions  to  Par- 
liament, praying  that  that  reform,  in  the  election  of  reprefenta- 
tives,  might  be  carried  into  execution,  which  they  had  propofed, 
upon  the  wild  plan,  as  I  will  venture  to  call  it,  of  the  Duke  of 
'Juchmond,  or  any  other  plan,  if  the  purpofe  of  fcheir  meeting 
was  any  thing  beyond  that,  it  was  i'mpoffible  for  him  to  juftify 
It,  or  not  permit  it  to  receive  all  the  attributes  we  caft  upon  it. 

Gentlemen,  the  minutes  of  this  day's  fitting  refers  to  a  pro- 
ceeding wrjich  I  think  diftinc"Uy  they  had.  in  view,  and  which 
afterwards  appears  in  various  parts  of  thefe  proceedings,  and  that 
is,  arming  and  fupporting  of  the  Convention  by  force  \  for  it  is 
idle  to  fuppofe  that  a  Convention  of  this  kind  can  r^aye  any  effe& 
whatever  unlefs  efFe&ed  by  force $  and,  therefore,  it  is  not  ne- 
ceflary for  me  to  (hew  you  that  there  yvere  proceedings  which 
fcad  been  actually  taken  tor  the  purpofe  of  creating  that  force. 
"lYhy,  if  perfpns  do  form  a  plan  of  fuch  an  aiTpdation  a$  was 
fabricated  by  the  Bilhop  of  Rochefter,  and  others  of  high  rani:, 
tp  bring  iu  the  Pretender,  if  that  had  beerj  a  real  paper  which 
turned  out  to  be  a  contrivance  of  two  villainous  men^  if  it  had 
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high  treafon,  though  there  were  no  arms  prepared ;  the  moment 
they  put  their  hanas  to  that  paper,  which  demonftrated  their  in- 
tention to  confpire  to  overturn  the  government  of  the  country, 
and  that  which  demonftrated  the  overt  act,   was  putting  their 
nands  to  that  paper,  the  crime  of  treafon  then  was  complete, 
although  they  could  not  poflibly  have  carried  it  into  effect  but  hy 
railing  an  armed  force.     But  nere  you  have  feveral  traits  of  the 
tendency  of  this  fociety  to  raife  an  armed  force,  for  even  in  the 
proceedings  of  this  Convention  here  is  a  refolution — "  That  a 
Fund  be  raifed  by  fubfcription  for  defraying1  the  expence  of  fmaH 
patriotic  publications,  to  be  difiributed  in  the  Highlands ;  every 
publication  fhall  hear  the  figure  of  an  Highlandman,  in  full  drefs, 
with  target  and  broad  fword,  to  attract  the  attention  of  High- 
Jandmen.    No  publication  to  coft  more  than  a  halfpenny."    For 
what  purpofe  could  that  poflibly  be,  but  to  excite  the  people  in 
the  Highlands  to  arm  themfelves  ?     What  has*  the  Highlanders 
with  a  target  and  broad  fword  to  do  with  a  Convention  of  tile 
People  ?     But  it  has  a  clear  connection'  with  the  character  of  a 
Convention  of  the  People  to  be  fupported  by  force  of  arms,  and 
it  has  no  connection  whatever  with  that  Convention  whole  ob- 
ject is  plainly  and  {imply  only  to  petition  Parliament.    Then 
they  propofe  to  appoint  a  Committee  of  Obfervation  in  London, 
for  the  purpofe  of  obferving  what  was  done  there.    *'  Ck&en 
Margarot  fays— There  was  no  occafion  for  a  Committee  of  -that 
nature  in  London,  as  there  were  feveral  thoufands  of  people  ia 
that  city  upqn  the  look  out  *  it  was  accordingly  agreed  that  the 
Convention  ihould  requeft  the  London  Committee  of  Cora* 
fpondence  to  give  the  earlieft  intelligence  of  what  palled  i% 
Parliament." 

Gentlemen,  you  will  recollect,  that  is  the  Secret  Committee 
of  this  London  Corresponding  Society,  which  Secret  Committee 
was,  by  this  refolution,  converted  into  a  Committee  of  Obferva- 
tion for  this  Britiih  Convention,  an<J  for  the  purpofe  of  giving 
information  of  every  thing  that  fhould  pais  in  Parliament  upon 
this  fubject.  Why,  Gentlemen,  it  really  ihews  a  connection  and 
dependence  of  this  very  Convention  upon  this  London  Corre- 
sponding Society,  in  the  hands  of  its  leaders,  vijt.  that  Secret 
Committee,  and  tbofe  who  directed  (hat  Secret  Committee ; 
which  ihews  the  whoje  was  in  reality  and  effect  the  operation  of 
thefe  focieties  in  London;  and  that  the  perfops  in  Edinburgh 
were  only  acting  as  tfye  puppets  of  thofe  in  London.  You  will 
reccjled,  too,  Gentlemen,  the  maimer  441  .which  the  High- 
landers were  to  be  enlightened,  by  the  reprefentation  of  their 
ntuation,  aggravated  and  falfe  in  the  hjgheft  degree. 

Gentlemqn,  yoji  will  ljjcewife  necpfiect,  that  throughout  the 
proceedings  of  this  Cpnyention  they  were  intending  to  eftablifh, 
fcy  pofitiye  refotutjons,  a  Cpnyemipn  actually  meeting  upon  the 
principles  wc  attribute  tg  them-^thc  principles  of  the  impre* 
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fcriptible  rights  of  man,  and  not  by  a  petition  to  Parliament ; 
and  for  that  purpofe  were  preparing  to  publifh  the  natural,  un- 
alienable, and  imprefcriptible  rights  of  man,  and  a  Committee 
was  appointed  for  that  purpofe ;  for  in  order  to  fhew  that  an 
application  to  Parliament  was  not  in  the  idea  or  contemplation  of 
v  thofe  who  were  the  majority  of  the  members  of  the  Convention, 
a  motion  for  drawing  out  a  fcroll  of  a  petition  to  Parliament  was 
read  in  the  10th  day's  fitting,  and  the  order  of  the  day  was 
moved  upon  it.  Now  this  was  a  meeting  which  my  learned  friend 
would  attempt  to  perfuade  you,  was  folely  for  the  purpofe  of 
petitioning  Parliament,  and  one  of  the  firft  things  they  do,  is  to 
move  the  order  of  the  day  upon  petitioning  Parliament.  Now 
you  will  like  wife  recollect  the  way  in  which  they  treated  Lord 
Daer,  as  a  man  of  rank.  Citizen  Gerald  fhewed  the  infipidity 
of  the  term  Gentleman,  and  the  propriety  of  the  term  Citizen, 
and  a  variety  of  other  circumftances,  which  fhewed  throughout 
the  principles  which  thefe  people  meant  to  adopt,  and  bring  into 
effect  as  far  as  they  could. 

You  will  likewife  recolleft,  what  Mr.  Skirving  faid  in  the 
courfc  of  the  proceedings  upon  a  motion  that  was  made.     He 
infifted  that  it  was  proper  upon  all  occafions  to  take'  the  opinion 
of  the  primary  focieties,  and  confidered  the  Convention  as  only 
a  committee  of  the  people;  fo  that  Mr.  Skirving,  in  the  various 
proceedings  of  this  Convention,   was  a&ih'g  upon  the  grand 
principles  of  all  thefe  rights  of  man — that  every  form  of  go- 
vernment is  to  be  confidered  as  only  a  committee  of  the  people, 
arid  that  the  fenfe  of  the  people  is  on  all  occafions  to  be  taken 
oerfonalty  upon  all    their  proceedings;    principles  which    the 
French  National  Aflemblies  have  conftantlv  found  imponibic  to 
be  carried  into  execution;  and,   you  will  recoiled!:,  that  they 
refufed  to  carry  it  into  execution,  upon  the  moft  important  fub- 
ject  that  coula  come  before  them — namely,   the  death  of  their 
King ;  for  when  fome  of  their  leading  members,    fome   of  the 
moft  enlightened,  with  a  view  of  faving  the  King,  wifhcd  to 
refer  the  confideration  of  his  life  to  the  primary  aflemblies  in  the 
different  parts  of  the  country,  it  was  negatived,  upon  the  im- 
poffibility  of  carrying  it  into  execution;  and  the  reafoning  upon 
that  fubjeft  appears  to  be  perfectly  good---that  it  would  have 
tended  to  deftroy  the  Convention  itielT,  if  it  had  been  poffible  to 
carry  it  into  execution.       You  will   recoiled,    like  wife,    the 
debate  which   took   place  upon  the    a  unwarrantable,   unpre- 
cedented infringements  of  the  liberty  of  the  prefs,    and  par- 
ticularly the  arbitrary  feritence  of  Judge  Wilfon,  in  the  cafe  of 
Mr.  Holt;"    Mr,  Judge  Wilfon  being  a  gentleman  whom  all 
thofe  who  are  of  the  profefiion  muft  remember  with  a  degree  of 
regret  and  concern,  and:  muft  acknowledge  he  was  one  of  the 
worthieft  and  moft  upright  men  that  ever  graced  the  bench  of 
this  country.  -        . 
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Geittlemen,  in  taking  notice  of  thefe  things  which  they  con- 
fidered  as  abufes,  Mr.  Margarot  obferved— r<<  Jt  was  unneceflary 
to  attempt  to  lop  off  the  branches  while  we  are  endeavouring 
to — "  and  then  there  is  a  blank :  a  It  is  unneceflary  to  attempt  to 
lop  off  the  branches  while  we  are  endeavouring  to  cut  down  the 
tree  ;"  there  is  no  other  poflible  way  of  rilling  this  up. 

Gentlemen,  I  might  go  through  the  whole  of  the  minutes  of 
the  proceedings  of  this  Convention,  for  there  are  feveral  others 
befideS  thofc  which  I  have  mentioned  to  you,  which  would  equally 
merit  attention,  and  which  ihew  that,  throughout  the  whole  of 
their  proceedings,  they  were  contemplating  to  carry  their  mea- 
sures by  the  force  of  their  own  authority,  fupported  by  the  force 
of  fo  many  of  the  people  at. large  as  they  could  prevail  upon  to 
fuftain  them  in, their  meafures;  that  they  looked  to  the  attain- 
ment of  their  objc£b  by  thofe  means,  and  poffibly  alfo  by  the 
aiEftance  of  that  foreign  power  which  the  two  (bcieties  in  Lon- 
don, the  Conftitutional  and  the  Correfponding,  had,  in  the  latter 
end  of  the  year  1792,  clearly  invoked ;  by  means  poflibly  of  the 
afliftance  of  that  power,  for  you  cannot  give  any  other  conftruc- 
tion  to  the  words,  "  in  cafe  of  an  invanon ;"  that  they  looked 
to  the  attainment  of  their  end,  either  by  their  own  force,  or  by 
that  force  aflifted  by  fuch  foreign  force. 

Then,  Gentlemen,  this  Convention  being  difperfed  by  the 
fuperior  force  of  the  conftituted  government,  after  that  affiftance 
which  the  members  of  this  Convention  thought  proper  to  give 
it,  which  neceflarily  was  only  formal  refinance,  beciufe  they  had 
not  prepared  meafures  for  any  further  effe&ual  refiftancc — what 
was  done  immediately  on  this  ?  A  variety  of  proceedings  took 
place  in  London,  all  tending  to  alTemble  another  Convention, 
exprefsly  declaring,  that  in  confequence  of  the  difperfiou  of  the 
Britifli  Convention,  they  were  determined  to  affemWe  another 
Convention,  for  their  proceedings  had  not  arrived  at  that  ripc- 
nefs  which  enabled  them  to  carry  into  execution  the  plan  of  that 
Convention  of  Emergency,  which  they  had  fuggeffed  in  their 
minutes ;  becaufe  it  could  not  have  been  carried  completely  into 
effect  with  refpeft  to  England,  unlefs  they  had  had  a  greater 
proportion  of  delegates  from  England  than  they  actually  had  ; 
and  therefore,  finding  that,  they  turned  themfelves  to  the  purpofe 
of  affibmbling  another  Convention  in  England. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  the  firft  proceedings  that  feem  to  have 
been  directly  taken  for  that  purpofe,  were  the  refolutions  of  the 
Conftitutional  Society  on  the  17th  of  January,  1794 ;  but  pre- 
vious to  that,  a  letter  was  written  by  the  prifoner  to  the  fecrctary 
of  the  Conftitutional  Society,  Mr.  Adams,  on  the  10th  of  Ja- 
nuary, 1794,  which  merely  informs  him.  of  the  anniverfary  din- 
ner upon  the  20th  of  January.  I  only  mention ,  that  circum- 
ftance,  becaufe  it  draws  both  the  foci e ties  into  that  bufinefs  of 
the  20th  of  January,  1794,  for  there  was  no  reaibn  to  give  the 

Conftitutional 


s 


r  480  ] 

Conftttutional  Society  any  notice  of  that  anniveHary  dinner,  tin- 
lefs  for  the  purpofe  of  enabling  them  to  attend  it  if  they  thought 
proper. 

Gentlemen,  I  mould  have  told  you,  that  in  the  mean  time* 
Mr.  Margarot  had  communicated  to  Mr.  Hardy  the  circum- 
ftances  which  had  pafled  at  the  difperfion  of  the  Britifh  Conven- 
tion, and  had  excitedhim  by  all  means  whatever  to  take  fbme 
fpirited  refolves  upon  the  fubjefl:.  Mr.  Hardy,  in  his  anfwer, 
continued  to  reprefent,  that  the  fociety  woula  aft  as  Mr.  Mar- 
garot defired  they  mould ;  then  he  writes  to  Norwich,  in  a  letter 
dated  the  I oth  of  January,  1794,  (you  wiH  obfcrve,  that  this 
was  the  day  after  the  letter  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Adams,  informing 
him  of  an  an niverfary  dinner,) — ct  Fellow  Citizens,  I  hav£  jinr 
received  a  letter  from  Citizen  Margarot  at  Edinburgh,  with  fbme 
of  the  Edinburgh  Gazetteers,  where  you  will  fe£,  that  Citixen 
Skirving  is  found  guilty,  and  fentenced  for  fourteen  years  tranf- 
portation  to  Botany  Bay.  Margarot's  trial  comes  on  next ;  he 
meets  it  with  great  firnuiefs  and  refolution.  I  have  no  time  to 
make  my  comments  on  the  proceedings,  but  I  think  our  oppo- 
nents are  cutting  their  throats  as  faft  as  they  can.  Now  is  the 
time  for  us  to  do  fometbine  worthy  of  men."  Now,  why  is  it 
the  time  for  us  to  do  fometbingjworthy  of  men  ?  a  The  brave 
defenders  of  liberty  fouth  of  the  jEnglifti  Channel,  are  performing 
wonders,  driving  their  enemies  before  them  like  chaff  before  the 
whirlwind." 

What  was  in  the  mind  of  Mr.  Hardy  when  he  wrote  that 
letter  ?  What  could  be  in  his  mind  at  the  time,  but  that  perfua- 
fion  which  we  fee  generally  dilperfed  throughout  all  thefe  pro- 
ceedings, that  the  fuccefs  of  the  French  Republic  was  intimatery 
united  with  the  fuccefs  of  their  own ;  that  they  were  embirked 
ih  one  common  caufe,  and  that  their  hope  and  reliance  was  not 
upon  a  majority  of  the  people  in  this  country  joining  them?  for 
I  think  even  the  report  of  that  Committee  of  Confttution  (hews 
that  ttey  had  ho  hope  of  obtaining  that  majority,  but  that  they 
fhould  obtain  fa  large  a  party,  that  with  the  fuccefs  of  the  French 
Republic,  they  fliould  be  able  finally  to  accomplifh  their  objeft; 
it  leaftj  that  that  was  the  time  to  ftrike.  "  Now  is  the  time  for 
U9  to  do  fomething  worthy  of  men.  The  brave  defenders  of 
liberty  fouth  of  the  Englifh  Channel  are  performing  wonders, 
driving  their  enemies  befone  them  like  chaff  before  the  whirl- 
Wind.  The  London  Correfponding  Society  is  to  have  a  general 
meeting,  and  an  anniverfary  dinner,  on  Monday  the  20th  in- 
ftant,  at  the  Globe  Tavern,  Strand."  Adverting,  you  fee,  in 
this  letter  to  that  intended  meeting  of  the  20th  of  January, 
a  meeting  upon  which  my  learned  friends  have  not  dared  to  fay 
one  Tingle  wor$;  adverting  to  that  meeting  of  the  20th  of  Ja- 
nuary, as  the  time  when  it  might  reafonably  be  fuppofed  that 
fomething  would  be  dpne  in  cortfcqucnce  of  the  former -part 

of 


t  481   3 

of  the  lettei;— when  they  were  to  do  fomething  worthy,  of 
men. 

Gentlemen,  there  is  one  paflage  in  this  letter,  trifling  as  it 
may  appear,  which  I  cannot  avoid  obferving  upon,  becaufe  it  is 
a  paflage  which,  give  me  leave  to  fay,  a  little  contradi&s  that 
character  which  we  have  heard  fo  much  of.  tt  I  have  fent  you 
fome  of  Margarot  and  Skirving's  indictment,  with  two  copies  o£ 
a  pamphlet  on  brewing.  The  author  is  a  member  of  our  fo- 
ciety.  If  you  approve  of  it,  you  may  put  it  in  pra&ice. .  It 
will  be  of  great  faving  to  many  families,  alfo  a  diminution  of 
the  revenue ;  for  every  one  brewing  their  own  bfeer  pays  noduty 
for  it."  So  that  the  prifoner  had  in  his  contemplation  a.  diminu- 
tion of  the  revenue  ot  the  country,  as  an  objeft  which  he  thought 
fit  to  recommend ;  not  {imply  for  the  purpofe  of  faving  money  to 
families,  but  as  it  would  effect  a  diminution  of  the  revenue,  and 
therefore,  as  he  conceived,  effeft  the  perfons  whom  he  confidered 
as  nominally  the  conftituted  government  of  the  country.  It  is  a 
trifling  circumftance,  Gentlemen,  but  trifling  circumftances  like 
thefe  ftrike  us,  when  they  are  the  natural  overflowings  of  a  man's 
mind,  becaufe  they  fhew  the  intention  of  that  man's  mind  more 
ftrongly  than  ftronger  ones. 

Gentlemen,  the  next  thing  I  fliall  notice  to  you  is  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information  on  the  17th 
of  January;  upon  which,  you  will  likewife  recoil  eft,  that  no 
obfervation  has  been  made  by  either  of  the  learned  Counfel,  and 
that  no  other  member  of  the  fociety  has  been  called  to  explaih 
them*     The  refolutions  are  thefe : 

tt  Refolved,  That  law  ceafes  to  be  an  obje£t  of  obedience 
whenever  it  becomes  an  inftrument  of  oppreffioi). 

tt  Refolved,  that  we  recal  to  mind,  with  the  deepeft  fatisfac- 
tion,  the  merited  fate  of  the  infamous  Jefferies,  once  Lord  Chief 
Juftice  of  England,  who,  at  the  aera  of  the  glorious  Revolution, . 
for  the  many  iniquitous  fentences  which  he  had  pafled,  was  torn 
to  pieces  by  a  brave  and  injured  people 

"  Refolved,  -  That  thofe  who  imitate  his  example  deferve  his 
fat*." 

Why,  Gentlemen,  when  thefe  refolutions  are  confidered,  with 
reference  to  that  which  follows,  what  is  the  meaning  of  them> 
but  an  incitement  to  thefe  people  in  Scotland,  for  you  fee  it  has 
reference  to  the  trials  in  Scotland,  to  follow  the  example  of  thofe 
who  are  reprefented  as  having  torn  to  pieces  the  infamous 
Jefferies  ? 

<c  Refolved,  That  the  Tweed,  though  it  may  divide  countries, 
ought  not,  and  does  not,  make  a  feparation  between  thofe  prin- 
ciples of  common  feverity,  in  which  Englifhmen  and  Scotchmen 
are  equally  interefted;  that  injuftice  in  Scotland  is  injuftice  in 
England ;  and  that  the  fafety  of  England  is  endangered  when- 
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Wer  their  brethren  of  Scotland,  for  a  conduft  which  entitles  them 
to  the  approbation  of  all  wife,  and  the  fupport  of  all  brave  men, 
are  fentenced  to  Botany  Bay,  a  punifhment  hitherto  inflifted 
only  on  felons." 

Why,  then,  here  they  refolve,  that  the  conduft  of  thefe  peo- 
ple in  Scotland  was  hot  only  not  blameable,'  but  that  which  en- 
titled them  to  the  approbation  of  all  wife,  and  the  fupport  of  all 
brave  men.  Now,  Gentlemen,  the  epithet  brave,  is  there  pretty 
ftriking ;  a  peaceable  and  constitutional  fupport  of  a  man  does 
hot  require  much  bravery,  but  a  fupport  by  force  may  require 
bravery :  therefore,  when  the  approbation  of  all  wife,  and  the  fup- 
port of  all  brave  men  is  called  for,  one  may  eafily  guefs  what  was 
meant  by  thofe  perfons  who  enter  into  thefe  refolutions. 

Then  they  (ay — w  Refolved,  That  we  fee  with  regret,  but  we 
fee  without  fear,  that  the  period  is  fail  approaching  when  the  li- 
berties of  Britons  mult  depend,  not  upon  reafon,  to  which  they 
have  long  appealed,  nor  on  their  powers  of  expreffing  it,  but  on 
their  firm  and  undaunted  refolation  tooppofe  tyranny  by  the  fame 
means  by  which  it  is  exercifed." 

What  is  that,  but  an  explicit  declaration,  that  the  time  was 
faft  approaching,  when  they  conceived  it  would  be  neceiTarjr  to 
exert  force  ?  neceftary,  according  to  their  ideas ;  whether  necef- 
fary  or  not,  you  cannot  determine ;  becaufe  it  never  can  be  an 
objeft  of  determination  for  a  Jury,  or  any  Court  of  Juftice, 
whether  the  fubjefts  of  a  government  are  entitled  to  rife  in  re- 
bellion againft  the  government  of  the  country,  in  confequence  of 
any  conduft  of  that  government.  It  is  a  queftion  which,  when- 
ever it  does  arife,  can  only  be  decided  by  the  fword.  They 
never  can  come  into  difcuffion  in  a  Court  of  Juftice.  And, 
therefore,  if  the  conduft  of  a  government  be  ever  fo  oppreffive, 
a  Court  of  Juftice  cannot  difcufe  it,  where  the  occafion  has  arifen 
which  amounts  to  the  diflblution  of  all  governments,  and  when 
itfelf,  therefore,  can  have  no  authority  to  aft. 

This  refolution  follows — "Refolved,  That  we  approve  of  the 
conduft  of  the  Britifh  Convention,  who,  though  aflailed  by 
force,  have  not  been  anfwered  by  arguments ;  and  who,  unlike 
the  members  of  a  certain  afTembly,  have  no  intereft  diftinft  from 
the  common  body  of  the  people.  A  refolution,  by  which  they 
not  Amply  adopt  all  their  proceedings,  and  all  their  conduft,  but 
particularly  and  diftinftly  adopt  that  part  of  their  conduft  in 
which  they  declared  therr.iclves  a  Convention  of  the  People ;  and 
declared  that  they  meant  by  it,  that  they  were  reprefentatives  of 
the  common  body  of  the  people. 

_  The  next  refolution  is— u  That  a  copy  of  the  faid  refolutions 
be  tranfmitted  to  Citizen  Skirving,  fecretary  to  the  Britifh  Con- 
vention, who  is  now  impri foned,  under  colour  of  law,  in  the 
Tolbooth  of  Edinburgh." 

Gentlemen. 
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Gentlemen,  this  leads  me  to  the  proceedings  of  the  20th  of 
-January,  1794,  at  the  Globe  Tavern,  in  the  Strand;  and  thefe 
proceedings  are  extremely  ftrong.  You  will  recolleft,  Gentle- 
men, that  thefe  proceedings  appear  to  have  been  fully  a  con- 
certed bufinefs ;  that  they  were  nothing  like  the  a£t  of  the  per-; 
ions  who  met  there,  but  that  they  were  proceedings  previously 
determined  upon.  Mr.  Thelwall,  I  think,  feems  to  have  had 
the  principal  hand  in  it,  and  delivered  fome  bills  to  be  printed  by 
JDavidfon  the  printer,  (who  was  examined,)  on  the  i8ti  of 
January.  , 

Gentlemen,  thefe  proceedings  purport  to  be,  "  At  a  General 
Meeting  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  held  at  tlte 
Globe  Tavern,  Strand,  on  Monday  the  20th  aay  of  Januafy,' 
1 794,  Citizen  John  Martin  in  the  Chair,  the  following  Addrefe 
to  the  People  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  was  read  and  agreed 
to."  So  that  here  you  fee,  they  determined  to  proceed  with  a 
fort  of  caution,  which  had  not  been  obferved  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  Convention  at  Edinburgh,  in  the  preparing  the  minds  of 
the  people  for  the  meeting  of  an  affembly  which  fhould  affume 
the  charafter  of  a  Convention  of  the  People. 

Gentlemen,  you  will  recolledl,  this  was  an  idea  which  clearijd 
had  occurred  to  perfons  conne&ed  with  the  confpiracy,  and  par- 
ticularly originated  from  the  converfation  of  Mr.  Yorke,  which 
is  in  evidence.  £ 

This  addrefs,  fpeaking  of  the  abufes  fuppofed  to  exift  in  to* 
Britifh  government,  and,  fpeaking  of  the  laws-of  the  country, 
fays,  w  We  are  every  day  told  by  thofe  perfons  who  are  interfiled 
in  fupporting  the  corruption  lift,  and  an  innumerable  hoft  of 
itnecure  placemen,  that  the  conftitution  of  England  is  the  per* 
fe£tion  of  human  wifdom,  that  our  laws  (we  fhould  rather  &j 
their  laws)  are  the  perfection  of  juftice."  "And  then  they  pro* 
cecd  to  fpeak  of  the  adminiftration  of  the  country.  They  thea 
ftate  a  number  of  proceedings,  which  they  think  fit  to  find  fault 
iBith-~<-the  Convention  Bill  of  Ireland,  and  the  proceedings  in 
Scotland ;  and  they  add— u  In  Scotland,  the  wicked  hand  x£ 
power  has  been  impudently  exerted,  without  even  the  wretched 
formality  of  an  a&  of  Parliament :"  (having  before  adverted  to 
the  ad  .that  had  paffed  in  Ireland :)  "  Magiftrates  have  forcibly 
intruded  into  the  peaceful  and  lawful  meetings  of  freemen,  and 
by  force  (not  only  without  law,  but  againft  law,)  have,  undeg 
colour  of  magifterial  office,  interrupted  their  deliberations,  and 
prevented  their  aflbciation."  A  declaration,  that  they  conceived 
that  the  difperfion  of  that  Convention  in  Edinburgh  was  an  ille- 
gal aft.  Then  they  add—-"  The  wifdom  and  good  conduft  of 
the  Britifh  Convention  at  Edinburgh  has  been  fuch  as  to  defy 
their  bittereft  enemies  to  name  the  law  which  they  have  broken  $ 
jiotwithftanding  which,  their  papers  have  been  feized,  and  made 
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Xfit  of  as  evidence  againft  them,  and  many  virtuous  andaertto- 
rious  individuals  have  been  a$  cruelly  as  unjuftly,  for  their  vir- 
tuous a&ions,  diferaced  and  deftroyed  by  infamous  and  illegal 
(entcnces  of  transportation.  And  tncfe  unjuft  and  wicked  judge- 
mtnts  have  been  executed  with  a  rancour  and  malignity  never 
before  known  in  the  land:  our  refpe&able  and  beloved  fellow* 
citizens  have  been  caft  fettered  into  dungeons  among  felons,  in 
the  hulks,  to  which  they  were  not  fentenced." 

Gentlemen,  what  are  thofe  virtuous  aSs  of  the  Britifh  Con- 
vention, when  we  read  them  ?  Are  not  the  whole  of  them  a 
tonfpiracy  of  fedition,  of  treafon,  and  rebellion  againft  the  go. 
▼eminent  of  the  country  ?  And  yet  thefe  are  the  z&s  which  die 
London  Corresponding  Society  thinks  popper  to  call  virtuous 
a£ts,  and  which  the  Society  for  Confttttiuonal  Information  de- 
fcribes  as  thofe  which  entitle  them  to  the  approbation  of  all 
wife,  and  the  fupport  of  all  brave  men. 

Why,  Gentlemen,  perfons  who  declare  themfclvtB  with  re- 
foeft  to  fuch  an  aflfembly  as  the  Britifh  Convention  wis,  declare 
themfelves  adverfe  not  only  to  the  exifting  government,  but  to 
all  governments;  and  if  individuals  may  thus  aft,  it  is  impoffible 
for  any  government  to  exift.  They  then  proceed  here  and  fay, 
<*  Citizens,  we  all  approve  the  fentiments,  and  are  daily  repeat- 
ing the  words,  for  which  thefe  our  refpeftable  and  valuable 
brethren  are  thus  unjuftly  and  inhumanly  fuffering.  We,  too, 
tflbciate,  in  order  to  obtain  a  fair,  free,  and  full  repr dentation 
of  the  people,-*-"  Where  ?  In  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ?  No ! 
*  —-in  a  Houfe  of  real  National- Reprefentatives." 

Why  here  is  an1  exprefs  declaration,  that  they  do  not  mean  a 
Houfe  of  Commons,  a  declaration,  that  they  aflbciate  to  obtain 
a  fair,  free,  and  full  reprefentation  of  the  people  in  a  Houfe  of 
ml  National  Reprefentatives.  Why  do  they  declare  this  now? 
Becaufe  they  fay,  that  now  was  the  time  or  never,  as  Mr.  Hardy 
•xprefTed  in  that  letter — "  Now  was  the  time  for  them  to  do 
fanething  worthy  of  mens  the  French  were  driving  their  ene- 
mies before  them  like  the  chaff  before  the  whirlwind,"  They 
add— u  Are  we  alfo  willing  to  be  treated  as  felons  for  claiming 
this  our  inherent  right,  which  we  are  determined  never  to  forego 
but  with  our  lives,  and  which  none  but  thieves  and  traitors  can 
wifh  to  with-hold  from  us."  Their  inherent  rights  they  declare, 
in  the  Committee  of  Conftitution,  to  be  the  right  of  every  ci- 
tizen, not  only  to  a  (hare  in  the  legiflature,  but  in  the  executive 
government  of  the  country ;  that  that  right  could  only  be  exer- 
cifed  by  an  ele&ion  of  the  reprefentatives  in  government;  and 
here  you  find  they  aflbciate  to  obtain  a  fair,  full,  and  equal  re* 
presentation  in  a  Houfe  of  real  National  Reprefentatives ;  and 
they  confidered  that  as  their  inherent  right,  which  they  were 

determined  never  to  forego  but  with  their  lives. 
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Gentlemen,  what  is  this,  but  the  cleareft  and  mod  decifive 
declaration  of  the  intentions  of  men,  when  combined  with  all 
that  is  gone  before,  and  may  explain  any  thing  ambiguous  in  it  ? 
For,  it  appears  to  me,  that  this  paper  has  nothing  ambiguous  ift 
it;  what  is  it,  but  declaring,  that  they  were  afTociating,  that  is, 
that  tbey  had  confpired  to  obtain  an  equal  representation  in  a 
Houfe  of  real  National  Reprefentatives,  .and  fuch  a  Houfe  only; 
and  that  they  claim  this  as  an  inherent  right,  and  that  they  were 
determined  to  affert  that  right,  at  the  hazard  of  their  lives  9 
For  when  people  fay  they  are  determined  never  to  forego  that 
right  but  with  their  lives,  it  amounts  to  exaftlv  the  fame  thing 
as  to  fay,  they  are  determined  to  aflert  that  rignt  at  the  hazard 
0/  their  lives. 

'Gentlemen,  what  conftrudion  can  be  put  upon  this,  but  tftat 
thev  meant  to  ufe  force  ?  or  elfe,  why  do  they  add  the  mod  di- 
rect incitement  that  can  poflibly  be  conceived  to  all  the  member* 
of  their  focietv  to  ufe  force  ?     And,  indeed,  to  all  the  perfects 
to  whom  the  letter  was  an  addrefs,  for  it  is  an  addrefs  to  the 
people  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  It  adds—*  Can  you  believe, 
that  thofe  who  fend  virtuous  Irifhmen  and  Scotchmen,  fettered 
with  felons,  to  Botany  Bay,  do  not  meditate,  and  will  not  at- 
tempt to  feize  the  fir  ft  moment  to  fend  us  after  them?     Or  if 
we  had  not  juft  caufe  to  apprehend  the  fame  inhuman  treatment, 
if,   inftead  of  the  moft  imminent  danger,   we  were  in  perfeft 
lafety  from  it,  fhould  we  not  difdain  to  enjoy  any  liberty  of  pri- 
vilege whatever,  in  which  our  honed  Irilh  and  Scotch  brethren 
did  not  equally  and  as  fully  participate  with  us  ?     Their  caufe, 
then,  and  ours,  are  the  fame ;  and  it  is  both  our  duty  and  our 
intercft  to  ftand  or  fall  together.     The  Irifh  Parliament,  and  die 
Scotch  Judges,  a&uated  by  the  fame  Englifh  influence,  have 
brought  us  dire&ly  to  the  point.     There  is  no  further  ftep  be* 
yond  that  which  they  have  taken.     We  are  at  iffue."     What  is 
the  meaning  of  thefe  words,  "  We  are  at  iflue?"  that  is,  meaning 
we  are  come  to  the  point;  we  muft  contend  force  with  force,  arms 
with  arms ;  there  can  be  no  other  meaning.  tt  We  muft  nowchoofe 
at  once  either  liberty  or  flavery  for  ourfelves  and  for  our  pofte- 
rity.     Will  you  wait  till  barracks  are  ere&ed  in  every  village, 
and  till  fubfidized  Heffians  and  Hanoverians  are  upon  us  ?"    In 
the  very  moment  they  dander  the  government  of  the  country  by 
thefe  expretiions,  they  clearly  and  exprefely  convey  the  meaning; 
they  wifh  to  convey — they  aflert,  that  the  government  of  this 
country  has  it  in  contemplation  to  oppofe  them  by  force,  and  that 
the  government  of  the  country  having  formed  that  intention, 
they  are  determined  alfo  to  make  ufe  of  force.    tf  There  is  no 
further  ftep  beyond  that  which  they  have  taken ;  we  are  at  iflue; 
w*  muft  now  choofe  at  once  either  liberty  or  flaverv  for  ourfelves 
<*  our  pofterity  3  and  that  they  would  not  wait  till  the  govern* 
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foreign  troops  in  Great  Britain  or  Ireland,  for  (Upending  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Aft,  for  proclaiming  martial'  law,  or  for  pre- 
venting the  people  from  meeting  in  focieties  for  conftitutional 
information,  or  any  other  innovation  of  a  fimilar  nature — "  words 
leaving  it  open  for  almoft  any  thing — u  That  on  any  of  thefe 
•niergencies  the  General  Committee  (hall  ifliie  fummonfes  to  the 
delegates,  of  each  divifion,  and  alfo  to  the  fecretaries  of  the  dif- 
ferent focieties  affiliated,  and  correfponding  with  this  focietr, 
forthwith  to  call  a  General  Convention  of  the  People,  to  be  held 
*t  fuch  places,  and  in  fuch  manner,  as  {hall  be  fpecified  in  the 
fommons,  for  the  purpofe  of  taking  fuch  uieafures  into  their 
confideration." 

Gentlemen,  you  will  recolleft,  that,  juft  at  this  time,  the 
Society  for  Conftitutional  Information,  who  were  always  afting 
in  their  way,  in  fupport  of  the  meafures  firft  adopted  by  the 
London  Correfponding  Society,  thought  fit  to  eleft  Barrert, 
St.  Andre,  and  Roland,  as  honorary  members  of  their  focietj, 
declaring,  that  they  confidered  them  as  the  moft  enlightened 
friends  of  freedom — judicious,  I  believe,  they  likewife  call 
them. 

Why,  Gentlemen,  the  mere  eleftJon  of  fuch  perfons  to  be 
their  members,  is,  in  faft,  in  fome  fenfe,  to  adopt  their  princi- 
ples ;  but  when  they,  in  the  aft  of  eleftion,  fay  they  defied 
them  on  account  of  their  principles  as  friends  of  freedom,  when 
they  fay  they  elefted  them  as  thofe  which  are  the  moft  judicious 
and  enlightened  men,  they  really  transfer  all  the  declarations 
and  avowed  principles  of  the  perfons  fo  elefted  to  their  own 
fociety,  and  make  them  in  effeft  the  principles  of  their  own 
fociety.  You  may  recolleft,  they  do  this  further,  by  re-pub- 
Hhing  the  fpeeches  of  St.  Andre  and  Barrere,  upon  the  execu- 
tion of  the  King  of  France,  and  upon  the  French  Convention; 
and  you  will  particularly  recolleft,  how  Mr.  Barrere,  in  his 
fpeech,  defcribes  the  National  Convention.  Upon  the  firft  quef- 
tion — «  Whether  the  perfon  of  the  King  is  inviolable — "  and 
he  defcribes  that  which  feems  to  me  to  be  very  important,  and 
I  beg  leave  to  call  it  to  your  attention,  though  the  Attorney 
General  remarked  upon  it  very  confiderably  in  the  obfervations 
which  he  made  upon  it.  Barrere  fays — "  Whether  the  perfon 
of  the  King  be  inviolable,  the  people  of  Paris,  by  making  an 
holy  infurrcftion  againftthe  King,  on  the  10th  of  Auguft,  de- 
prived him  of  his  charafter  of  inviolability.  Thc*peoplc  of  the 
other  departments  applauded  this  infurredtion,  and  adopted  the 
confequenccs/'  The  people  have  therefore  formally  interpofed 
to  deftroy  this  royal  inviolability.  The  tacit  confent  of  the 
people  rendered  the  perfon  of  the  King  inviolable.  The  aft  of 
infurreftion  was  a  tacit  repeal  of  that  confent,  and  was  founded 
on  the  fame  grounds  of  law  as  the  confent  itfelf.     The  King's 
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perfbn  is  inviolable  only  with  relation  to  the  other  branches  of 
the  legiflature,  but  not  with  relation  to  the  people*. 

Why,  then,  the  calling  the  attention  of  the  public  (which  is 
equal  to  publifhing)  to  thefe  fpeeches,  (hews  the  intent  with 
which  thefe  perfons  were  going  on;  and  that  when  they  intended 
to  call  a  General  Convention  of  the  People,  and  fuppofing  that 
Convention  to  be  approved  of  by  the  other  parts  of  the  country, 
they  would  have  considered  the  people  as  having  formally  inter* 
poled  their  power  to  deftroy  the  royal  inviolability;  for  an  af- 
fembly  of  the  people  ading  as  fuch,  and  fupported.by  the  power 
of  the  people,  muft  of  neceffity  have  been  an  infurredtion  againft 
the  exifting  government  of  the  country. 

He  proceeds  to  difcufs,  then,  whether  an  appeal  fhould  be 
made  to  the  people;  and  he  fays — "The  people  is  the  fovereign; 
a  Convention  differs  fronuan  ordinary  legiflature  in  this  refpea; 
a  legiflature  is  only  a  fpecies  of  fuperintcnding  magiftracy,  a 
moderator  of  the  powers  of  government ;  a  Convention  is  a  per- 
feft  reprefentation  of  the  fovereign-  The  members  of  the  Le- 
giflative  Aflembly  afted  in  Auguft  upon  thefe  principles*  In 
lummoning  the  Convention  they  declare*  that  they  faw  but  one 
meafure  which  could  fave  France — namely,  to  have  recourfe  to 
the  fuprcme  will  of  the  people,  and  to  invite  the  people  to  exer- 
cife  immediately  that  unalienable  right  of  fovereignty,  which 
the  confutation  had  acknowledged,  and  which  it  could  not  fub- 
jedt  to  any  reftridtion."  Then  he  fays — u  The  public  intereft 
required  that  the  people  fhould  manifeft  their  will  by  the  elec- 
tion of  a  National  Convention,  formed  of  reprefentatives  invited 
by  the  people,  with  unlimited  power*  The  will  of  the  people 
is  manifeft ed  by  the  ele&ion  of  this  Convention.  The  Conven- 
tion being  affembled,  is  itfelf  that  fovereign  will  which  ought 
to  prevail.  It  would  be  contrary  to  every  principle  to  fuppofe 
that  the  Convention  is  not  alone  excluuvely  the  expreffion  of 
the  general  will." 

Gentlemen,  then  having  declared  that,  they  declare  that,  un- 
der the  prefent  circumftances,  there  fhould  be  forthwith  called 
a  General  Convention.  Having  adverted  to  the  principles  laid 
down,  as  principles  which  they  thought  judicious  and  enlightened, 
what  is  the  neceflary  confequence,  but  that  they  thought  that 
principles  fuch  as  thefe  were  wife  and  judicious;  and  that  they 
Confidered.thc  Convention  to  be  of  the  nature  contained  in  this 
fpeech  which  I  have  already  ftated  to  you  ? 

The  addrcfs  goes  on,  and  in  refolutions  proceed  to  approve  of 
the  Britifh  Convention,  and  of  u  Skirving,  charged  by  the  fen- 
tence  of  the  Court  of  -Judiciary  with  the  honor  of  being  the 
caufe  of  calling  that  Convention,  and  their  condemned  dele- 
gates ;"  and  then  one  of  the  refolutions  is— "  That  the  following 
toafts,  drank  at  this  anniverfary  dinner  of  the  fociety,  be  printed 
at  the  end  of  the  addrefs— Succefc  to  the  arms  of  freedom, 
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againft  whomfoever  directed ;  and,  Confufion  to  defpots,  with 
whomfoever  allied." 

Now,  Gentlemen,  thefe  words,  though  they  do  admit  of  another 
interpretation,  they  are  in  themfclves  general,  and  confidering 
the  complexion  of  this  traiuaction,  they  do  apply  themfelyes 
moft  directly  to  that  which  was  the  object  of  the  various 
meetings — namely,  the  eftabliihment  of  a  Convention  of  the 
People,  for  the  purpofe  of  maintaining  their  own  (as  they  con- 
ceived) caufe  of  freedom,  and  which  it  is  perfectly  clear,  under 
certain  circumftances,  they  meant  to  have  recourfe  to. 

There  is  another  of  thefe  toafts  which  there  may  be  a  degree 
of  ridicule  in,  but  which  I  think  would  refer  to  what  has  been 
ihewn  to  you  as  perfectly  clear  what  is  meant. 

You  will  recollect,  that  Barlow  has  faid,  in  his  letter  to  the 
French  Convention,  that  a  King  was  good  for  nothing ;  and  one  of 
their  toafts  is™4"  All  that  is  good  in  every  conftitutioh;  and  may 
we  never  be  fuperftitious  enough  to  reverence  in  any  that  which  is 
good  for  nothing."  Now  the  words  "  fuperftitious  enough  to  re- 
verence in  any  that  which  H  good  for.  nothing,"  carry  fuch  direct 
reference  t6  the  words  of  Mr.  Barlow  and  the  works  of  Mr.  Paine, 
in  which  monarchy  has  been  treated  as  a  fuperftitious  reve- 
rence, that  it  is  impoffible  to  doubt  what  thefe  people  meant 
when  they  gave  that  as  a  toaft ;  and  you  will  find,  in  a  variety 
of  the  State  Trials,  that  toafts  drank  ii>  thefe  fort  of  meetings  by 
perfons  employed  in  thefe  fort  of  tranfactions  have  always  been 
confidered  as  important  evidences  of  the  minds  of  the  perfons  fo 
meant,  becaufe  they  are  given  for  the  exprefs  purpofe  of  ani- 
mating the  perfons  fo  aflembled  to  the  very  act  that  they  mean, 
in  taking  advantage  of  the  gaiety  of  the  convivial  hour,  in  which 
their  hearts  are  molt  open .  to  receive  any  impreflion  they  may 
think  proper  to  make  upon  them. 

Gentlerpen,  there  are  feveral  other  toafts,  which  are  fuch  as 
will  be  deemed  oftenfive,  efpecially  when  we  confider  the  fpirits 
©f  the  perfons  who  made  ufe  of  them. 

Gentlemen,  they  then  proceed  to  the  aflembling  of  this  Con- 
vention, which,  in  the  resolution  of  the  £Oth  of  January,  they 
had  not  exprefsly  declared  ihould  be  afTembled,  but  under  certain 
circumftances;  and,  on  the  27th  of  March,  1794,  Mr.  Hardy, 
the. prifqner  at  the  bar,  writes  a  letter  to  the  fecretary  of  the 
Conftitutional  Society,  in  which  he  fays — u  I  am  directed,  by 
the  London  Correfponding  Society,  to  tranfmit  the  following  re- 
folutions  to  the  Society  tor  Conftitutional  Information,  and  to 
requeft  the  fentiments  of  that  fociety  reflecting  the  important 
meafures  which  the  prefent  juncture  of  affairs  feems  to  require* 
The  London  Correfponding  Society  conceives,  that  the  moment 
is  arrived  when  a  full  and  explicit  declaration  is  neceflary  from 
all  the  friends  of  freedom."  Therefore  this  letter  from  Hardy 
declares,  that  that  moment  was  arrived  which  was  alluded  to  in 
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the  (tfec&iing  refolutldns  of  the '20th  of  January;  and  then  i&ity 
ftate  .that—-"  The  Society  for  Constitutional  Information  is 
therefore  required  to  determine  whether  or  no  they  will  be  ready, 
when  culled  upon)  to  aft  in  conjunction  with  this  and  other  (6- 
cieti«s>,to  obtain  a  fair  reprefentation  of  Ac  people-*- Whether 
.they  poncur  with,  us  in:  Joeing  the  neqeflity  of  a  fpeedy  Conven- 
tion, for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining,  in  a  constitutional  and  legal 
method,  <ar*dj<efstif'fchofe  grievances  under  which  we  at  prefent 
labour,  'and  which: can .Wy  be  effectually  removed  by  a  full  and 
fair  rtprefentatieft  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain.  The  London 
Corresponding  Society  cannpt  but  remind  their  friends,  that  the 
prefent  crifis  demands  all  the  prudence,  unanimity,  and  vigour, 
that  ever  was,  or.  can  be,  exerted  by  men  or  Britons;  nor  do 
they  doubt  but  that  manly  iirmnefs  and  confiftency  will  finally, 
ana  they  believe  fhortly,  terminate  in  the  fall  accomplishment 
of  all  their  wishes." 

Why,  Gentlemen,  here  is  a  full  declaration,  in  this  letter, 
written  by  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  that  he  looks  forward  to  (he 
full  accomplishment  of  all  his  wiShes.  What  thofe  wiShes  are, 
have  been  already  fully  and  fuificiehtly  declared ;  that  his  wi£hes 
were  to  eltabliSh  in  this  country  a  reprefentative  government, 
founded  upon  the  broad  baits  of  the  rights  pf  man,  the  annihi- 
lation of  monarchy,  the  annihilation  of  what  he  calls  aristocracy* 
the  annihilation  of  all  ranks  and  distinctions  of  men,  and  giving 
equal  adtive  citizenShip,  or  equal  right,  to  every  individual,  to 
the  government  of  his  country,  legislative  and  executive;  in 
fine,  a  complete  establishment  of  a  foil  republican  government, 
without  a  King,  without  a  Houfe  of  Peers,  and  without  any  of 
thofe  circumstances  which  belong  to  the  constitution  of  the  coun- 
try as  now  eftablifhed., 

Gentlemen,  he  confidered  that  that  crifis  was  now  arrived 
which  require?  all  the  prudence,  unanimity,  and  vigour,  that 
ever  was,  or  could  be,  exerted  by  men  or  Britons,  with  a  fort  of 
attention  to  his  countrymen ;  meaning  to  flatter  their  national 
vanity,  a  little,  fuppoSing  that  Britons  had  been  ufed  to  exert 
that  prudence,  unanimity,  and  vigour,  beyond  that  which  is 
ufually  exerted  by  others. 

Gentlemen,  they  then  come  to  reSblutions  which,  in  a  con- 
fiderable  degree,  echo  back  the  language  of  the  refolutions  of 
the  London  Corresponding  Society,  on  the  20th  of  January. 
.They  refolved — u  That  dear  as  juSlice  and  liberty  are  to  Britons, 
yet  the  value  of  them  is  comparatively  Small  without  a  depen- 
dence on  their  permanency,  and  there  can  be  no  fecurity  for  the 
continuance  of.  any  right  but  in  equal  laws ;  that  equal  laws  can 
never  be-expe&ed  but  by  a  full,  fair,  and  free  reprefentation  of 
the  people  ;  to  obtain  which,"  and  then  comes  again  that  little 
fySlem  of  delufjon  which  they  have,  at  every  turn,  thought  proper 
to  make  ufe  of  >  "to  obtain  which,  in  the  way  pointed  out  by 
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thfe  ©onftfturion,  has  been,  and  ft,  die  fole  objtd  of  thfe  fd- 
cicty."  Now  no  way  had  been  pointed  out  but  that-  of  *  peti- 
tion to  the  legislature,  which  it  is  perfectly  dear  they  had  not 
-the  leaft  in  view.  a  For  this  we  are  ready  to  hasard  every  thing, 
and  never,  but  with  our  lives,  will  we  relinquifh  art  objea  which 
involves  the  happtaefs,  or  even  the  political  exiftence,  of  our- 
ifeives  and  pefterity." 

Why,  Gentlemen,  when,  as  I  bqfgre  obfervedymen  fay  they 
■never  will,  but  with  their  lives,  reKnqutth  an  objed,  •  when  they 
fey  the  crifis  is  come  which,  they  hope,  will't*miinate  in  the  fall 
accomplifhment  of  all  their  wines,  that  is,  the- full  atcomplilh- 
rlnent  of  thatobje&,  what  can  they  poffibly  mew  but  that  they  will 
attempt  to  the  utmoft  haiard  of  theiniiVcxtyto  attetin  that  objeft, 
and  confequently  that  they  will  ufefopGO  for  the  purpofeof  ob- 
taining it?  Then  they  proceed-  Co  add— tt  That  it  is  the  de- 
cided opinion  of  this  fociety,  that,  to  fecure  burfelves  from  future 
illegal  and  Scandalous  profecutions, :  to  prevent  a  repetition  of 
wicked  and  ttnjuft  fentenoes*  and  to  reoal  thofe  wife  and  whole- 
<fome  laws  that  have  been  wrefted  from  us,  and  of  which  fcarcely 
a  vcftige  remains,  there  ought  to  be  immediately  a  Convention 
4if  the  people,  by  delegates  deputed  for  that  purpofe  from  the 
•different  focieties  of  the  friends  of  freedom  aifembled  in  the  va- 
rious parts  of  this  nation.  And  we  pledge  ourfelves  to  the 
.public  to  putfue  every  legal  method  fpeedily  to  aceomplifh  fo 
defirable  a  purpofe." 

Why,  Gentlemen,  the  previous  fefolutidns  of  the  20th  of 
January  (hew  what  obj'e<9t  it  was  that  they  really  had  in  view — 
namely,  the  eftabltfcmertt-  (under  the  worfs  fair,  free,  and  full 
-representation  of  the  people,)  of  a  l-eprefehtative  government, 
in  a  Houfe  of  National  Reprefentatives j  in  other  words,  a  com- 
plete republican  government,  ahd  to  redrefe  thofe  grievances 
that  they  labour  under,  when,  in  their  prior  refolutkgtsj  #n  the 
aoth  of  January,  they  fay,  they  could  not  exped  redreft  from 
any  exifting  authorities ;  that  they  confidered  themfelve*  as  per- 
Ions,  who,  though  they  had  been  confidered  as  being  in  a  ftatc 
of  perfons  in  a  civilized  fociety,  who  were  abfolutclv  autho- 
rized to  aflbciate  in  a  Convention ;  therefore  they  muft  feek  re- 
dref s  from  their  own  laws,  becaufe  no  redrefs  could  be  obtained 
from  their  plunderers,  enemies,  and  oppreflbrs. 

Gentlemen,  taking  thefe  proceedings  altogether,  the  purpofe 
mid  the  end  of  them  is  clear.  Gentlemen,  as  to  the  other  pro- 
ceedings, tending  more  dire&ly  to  aflerable  this  Convention,  it 
is  immaterial  for  me  to  ftate  to  youx  except  upon  the  observation 
of  my  learned  friend  Mr.  Gibbs — namely,  that  the  refolution 
having  taken  place  toaffemble  the  Convention  on  the  iath  of 
April,  was  not  dire&ly  proceeded  upon)  but,  you  will  recoiled, 
that  the  Committee  of  Co-operation  and  Correfpondence  was 
formed  for  the  purpofe  of  carrying  into  execution  thofe  refolu- 

tions  j 


r  4*3  ] 

tions ;  and  it  became  a  neeeilKry  part  of  the  Icheme,  therefore} 
to  engage  all  the  other  focieties  in  \ht  kiiigdomin  the  fame 
meafore;  and  therefore,  for  that  purpofe,  a  circular  letter  was 
printed,  which  has  been  produced ;  k  was  fent  in  the  name  of 
the  prifoner  at  the  bar.     The  circular  letter  followed  up  the  re- 
folutions  of  the  26th  of  January— -namely,  that  the  crifis  was 
now  arrived  on  which  they  ougnt  to  aft.    The  circular  letter 
begins  thus—*  Citizens,  the  critical  moment  is -arrived,  and 
Britons  muft  either  aflfert,  with  seal  and  firmnefs,  their  claims 
to  liberty,  or  yield,  without  refrftance,  to  the  chains  that  mini- 
ftcritl  ufurpatioii  is  forging  for  them.      Will  you  co-opernte 
with  us  in  the  only  peaceable  meafure  that  now  prefents  itfelf 
with  any  profpe&  of  fuccefs  ?     We  need  not  intimate  to  you, 
that  notwithftandkig  the  unparalleled  audacity  of  a  corrupt  and 
overbearing  fa&ion,  which  at  prefcnt  tramples  on  the  rigMs  and 
liberties  of  the  people,,  our  meetings  cannot,  in  England,  be  in-. 
terrupted  without  thg  previous  adoption  of  a  Convention  Bill ; 
a  meafure,  it  is  our  Aity  to*  anticipate,  that  the  tics  of  union 
may  be  more  fitmly  dfawti^  and  the  fentiments  and  views  of  the 
diifcp*at  (bcieties  throughout  the  nation  be  compared  while  it  is 
yet  in  our  power,  <b  as  to  guide  and  direct  the  future  operations 
of  the  friends  of  freedom.     Rouze  then  to  one  exertion  more, 
and  let  us  fliew  oar'conicioufnefs  of  this  important  truth.     If 
we  are  to  be  beaten  down  with  threats,  profecutions,  and  illegal 
fentences,  we  are  unworthy,   we  are  incapable  of  liberty;  we 
muft,  however,  be  expeditious ;  Heflians  and  Auftrians  arc  al- 
lready  among  us,  uhd5  if  we  tafriery  fubmit,  a  cloud  of  thefe 
armed  barbarians  may  Shortly  Be  pfcured  in'uport  us."     Words 
which  moft  clearly  fhew  the  purpofo  for  which  all  that  clamour 
was  raifed,  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  r|efltans  being  landed  in  this 
country;  and  thefe  words  are  made  ufe  of  to  the  country  focie- 
ties  for  the  purpofe  of  inducing  them  to  take  mealures,  into 
which,  otherwife,  they  could  not  have  been  led,  except  they  had 
-been  precipitated  by  the  fubjeft  of  this  addrefs."     u  Let  us 
form,  then,  another  Britifli  Convention,"     What  is  that  but 
another  fuch  Convention  as  that  in  Edinburgh,  declaring  itfelf 
a  Convention  of  the  People,  and  not  only  acting  as  a  Conven- 
tion of  the  People,  but  taking  upon  itfelf  by  degrees,  and  clearly 
(hewing  its  intention  to  take  upon  itfelf,  whenever  ftrong  enough 
fo  to  do,  the  whole  government  of  the  country^?     The  letter 
adds — *  We  have  a  central  iituation  in  our  view  which,  we 
believe,  would  be  mod  convenient  for  the  whole  ifland,  but 
Which  We  forbear  to  mention  (entreating  your  confidence  in  this 
particular)  till  we  haVe  the  anfwer  of  the  (bcieties  with  which 
we  are  in  correfpondence.     Let  us  have  your  anfwer,  then,  by 
thfe  20th  at  furtheft,  earlier  if  poffible,  whether  you  approve  of 
the  meafure,  and  how  many  delegates  you  can  fend,  with  the 
number  atfo>  if  poffible,  ef  your  focieties." 

Now* 
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Kowy  Gentlemen,  the  place  of  meeting  of-  this  Convention 
Was  to  continue  a  (ecret,  that  fecrefy  which  you  find  throughout 
to  every  meafure,  and  which  moft  clearly  dcmonitrates  that  their 
intentions  were  not  honeff.  •     , . 

Gentlemen,  thi*  letter  produced  letters  in.  aniwer;  feme  of 
which  have  been  read  to  you  ;  the  Norwich  letter,  dated  mo  rf 
April,  1794 — tt  It  is  with  great  fatisfa&ion  we  view  the  ra?nly 
conduit  of  you  and  your  colleagues^  efpecially  when  furrQunded 
2s  you  are  oy  a  domineering  ariftocracy,  who,  notwithftaading 
the  great  Mutter,  are  but  chicken  hearted/'  Then  it  concludes 
thus— ~u  We  fliould  be  glad  to  know  whether  the  friends  of  the 
people  confent  to  a  Convention,  and  whether  they  will  take  an 
aftive  part" 

Gentlemen,  other  focieties  like  wife  (ent  letters*  On  the  nth 
of  May,  1794,  here  i*  one  from  Sheffield,  in  which  it  is  ftated 
that  feveral  meetings  were  held  in  the  open  air,  in  order  to  con.- 
.fider  of  meafures  proper  to  be  adopted  preparatory  to  a  general 
Convention ;  after  which  our  u  worthy  friend,  citizen  Edwards, 
of  Hallifax,  being  ordered  to  Sheffield  to  get  the  proceedings  of 
*  the  meeting  printed,  and  confult  with  us  upon  the  fubjoft,  they 
were  advifcd  by  us  to  defer  at  prefent  the  meeting  of  delegates 
until  further  information  .could  come  from  the  prifoner  at  die  bar 
upon  that  fubje&."  $0  that  it  is  clear  the  thing  was  proceeding. 
This  is  dated  thf  nth  of  May,  and  you  mil  recollect,  upon  the 
1 2th  this  unfortunate  man  was  arretted* 

Gentlemen,  there  is  a  letter  which  is  written  by  himfelf  on 
the  1  ft  of  May,  17949  which  clearly  and  dire&ly  ftates  the  ideas 
which  he  had  formed  upon  what  was  to  be  the  confequences  of 
the  meaftires  they  were  about  to  adopt.  There  is  a  letter  from 
Newcaftle-upon-Tyne,  24th  April,  1794,  ftating  that  they  bad 
heard  nothing  of  the  Convention,  and  u  being  charmed  with 
your  mafterly  and  bold  approbation  of  the  conduit  of  your  dele- 
gates and  noble  martyrs  for  truth,  Margarot  and  Gerald,  and 
Krtding  your  name  figned  as  fecretary  to  the  Correfponding  So- 
ciety, we  wifh  to  copy  your-  example ;"  and  they  conclude  with 
hoping  the  hydra  of  tyranny  and  impofition  will  foon  fall  under 
the  guillotine  of  truth  and  feafon.  To  this  the  prifoner  at  the 
bar,  on  the  ift  of  May,  writes  this  anfwer :  "  It  is  with  pleafure 
the  London  Correfponding  Society  hey  that  a  fociety  on  a  iimitar 
plan,  and  with  the  fame  patriotic  objects  in  view,  is  likely  to  be 
eftabiifhed  at  Newcaftle-upon-Tyne.  If  ever  a  crifis  arrived 
that  required  the  exertions  of  the  people  to  flop  the  torrent  df 
corruption,  infamy,  and  defpotifm,  that  feeing  likely  to  over- 
whelm them,  it  is  the  prefent*— la  God's  name,  then,  let  us  ufe 
thefe  exertions.  We  are  called  upon  by  every  thing  that  is  dear 
to  us  as  men  and  as  Chriftians.  The  caufe  of.  truth  and  liberty 
mud  finally  be  omnipotent ;  therefore,  doubt  not  t)i^t  the  glorious 
reign  of  liberty  and  equality,  will  ere  long  be  eftabiifhed,  and 
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modern  governments,  with  every  appendage  of  wickednefs  ani 
corruption)  will  flee  in  time,  from  their  genial  influence,  as  beafts 
of  prey  to  their  dens  of  rapine  and  darknefs  from  the  rifi&g 
fun." 

Why,  Gentlemen,  does  not  this  include  the  Engliflr  govern- 
ment, and. does  it  not  clearly  and  direftly  prove  what  the  prifoiter 
at  the  bar  had  in  his  contemplation,  as  the  refult  and  conference 
of  the  proceedings  which  were  then  in  hand  ?  Had  he  not  dire&ly 
in  view  that  which,  throughout  all  his  letters,  you  fee  they  con- 
fider  as  arrived,  which  calls  for  the  exertions  of  the  people  to 
ftop  the  torrent  of  corruption,  infamy,  and  defpotifm,  that  feems 
likely  to  overwhelm  them,  when  what  he  calls  the  glorious  reign 
of  liberty  and  equality  will  ere  long  be  eftabltrhed,  and  that 
the  Britim  government,  in  common  with  other  modern  govern- 
ments, .as  he  calls  them,  with  every  appendage  of  wickednefs 
and  corruption,  will  flee  in  time  from  their  genial  influence,  a* 
beafts  of  prey  to  their  dens  of  rapine  and  darknefs  from  the 
riling  fun  r  Continually  alluding  to  that  which  had  been  laid  in 
that  addrefs  from  the  Society  for  Constitutional  Information  to 
the  National  Convention  of  France,  in  which  -they  allude  to 
what  has  pafled  in  America,  when  a  brilliant  light  that  was  to 
break  in  upon  men,  that  fun  of  reafon  that  was  to  enlighten  the 
world,  that  fun  of  reafon  wa9  to  come  from  the  eaft,  was  to 
come  from  France ;  before  which  modern  governments,  cyery 
appendage  of  wickednefs  and  corruption,  will  flee  in  time  from 
their  genial  influence,  as  beafts  of  prey  to 'their  delis  of  rapine 
and  darknefs* 

Gentlemen,  there  can  be  no  doubt  but  that  in  this  he  ad- 
verted to  the  proceedings  that  were  then  going  forward ;  for, 
he  fays— a  The  London  Corrcfpondifig  Society  arc  ready, 
cordially  to  unite  with  every  other  fociety  in  the  three  king- 
doms, who  have  for  their  object  a  full  and  cffe&ual  representa- 
tion of  the  people,  and  therefore  have  deputed  fix  of  their  mem- 
bers," which  you  recoiled  were  tt  to  meet  fix  members  of  the 
Society  for  Conftitutional  Information,  to  form  a  Committee  of 
Correspondence  and  Co-operation*  This  Committee  meets 
regularly  twice  a  >veek,  at  No.  2,  Beaufort  Buildings,  Strand, 
where  any  member  delegated  by  your  fociety  will  meet  with 
every  information  required."  So  that  tie  prifoner  himfelf  ftates, 
en  the  tft  of  May,  not  that  nothing  was  doing,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  the  Committee  of  Co-opcxation  was  regularly 
meeting  twice  a  week,  at  that  place  of  Thel wall's,  No.  2, 
Beaufort  Buildings,  where  any  body  from  this.Ncwcaftle  fociety 
might  meet  with  every  information  required.  He  then  con- 
cludes— ♦**  We  inclofe  you  a  few  of  our  refolutions  entered  into 
'  at  our  general  meeting,  on  the  14th  of  April,  which  will  be 
.  fuf&ciently  explanatory  of  our  fentiments  and  -  views.  We 
heartily  unite  with  you  (repeating  th;  words  that  had  been  ufed 
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in  the  letter,  to  which  this  was  an  anfwer,)  in  wifliing  that  the 
hydra  of  tyranny  and  impaction  may  foon  fall  under  the  guil- 
lotine of  truth  and  reafon." 

Gentlemen,  on  the  14th  of  April,  an  intermediate  tranfac- 
tion  had  taken  place — namely,  the  proceedings  at  Chalk  Farm, 
and  the  proceedings  at  Sheffield.  You  will  recolleft,  the  meeting 
at  Chalk  Farm  was  originally  intended  to  be  on  the  7th  of  April, 
and  from  the  letter  it  appears  that  there  were  general  meetings  of 
the  fame  kind,  intended  to  have  been  held  throughout  the  whole 
country ;  but  the  proceedings  at  Sheffield,  of  which  we  have  a 
very  particular  account,  feems  to  fhew  the  whole  intent  and 
object  of  all  thofe  perfons.  The  perfon  who  acted  principally 
was  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  Yorke,  whom  you  have  feen  be- 
fore you,  in  the  character  of  the  Delegate  from  the  Conftitu- 
tioriaf  Society  to  the  Convention  aflembled  at  Edinburgh,  but 
who  never  went*  I  believe,  to  that  meeting ;  I  believe,  from 
dikpprobation  of  their  conduft,  of  which  evidence  has  been 
given. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  at  this  meeting  at  Sheffield,  of  which  we 
have  the  proceedings,  Mr.  Yorke  comments  firft  ,of  all  upon  a 
variety  of  memoirs,  and  on  the  nature  of  the  government  of 
the  country,  and  upon  that  which  was  within  the  views  and  in- 
tentions of  all  the  perfons  that  were  aflembled  upon  that  occafion, 
as  he  fuppofed.  Thofe  proceedings  which  feems  to  have  been 
material,  appear  to  be  printed  beforehand,  as  they  were  imme- 
diately given  amongft  the  aflernbly. 

Gentlemen,  he  there  adverts  to  that  which  was  afterwards 
adverted  to  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Society  for  Conftitutional 
Information,  and  in  thofe  of  the  Londorv Corrcfponding  Society; 
the  fuppofed  idea  that  there  was  to  be  an  introduction  of  a 
foreign  mercenary  army  into  the  country,  for  the  purpofe  of  pre- 
venting the  people  from  meeting  in  Convention.  He  fays — 
<c  It  is  doing  too  much  honour  to  innocent  fubjects  to  be  alarmed 
at  a  few  pages  of  writing,  or  at  a. few  fugitive  orations,  when 
barracks  are  erected  in  a  country,  and  60,000  armed  mercena- 
ries are  ready  to  execute  the  mandates  of  government."  He 
then  ftatcs — 

"  Fellow-citizens,  the  day  is  at  length  arrived  when  fanati- 
cifm  and  fuperftition,  deprived  of  their  tinfel  trappings,  and 
expofed  in  their  native  uglinefs  to  the  view  of  mankind,  flink 
fcowling  back  to  the  cave  of  obfeurity — there,  I  hope,  they 
will  for  ever  remain."  The  ufe  of  which  language  is  almoft 
fiinilar  to  that  in  a  letter  of  Hardy,  which  I  before  noticed  to 
you,  and  which  fhews  the  general  correfpondence  and  commu- 
nication between  thefe  parties,  and  the  manner  in  which  they 
borrowed  one  from  another,  Thofe  expreffions  which  they 
made  ufe  of,  the  fanaticifm  and  fuperftition  to  which  he  alludes, 
are  faaaticifm  and  fupexftition,  including  the  prejudice  which  the 
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people  had  In  favour  of  the  eftablifhed  government  of  theif 
country.  To  which  he  adds—"  The  energy  of  Englifhmen 
"will  no  logger  endure  this  ftrange  uproar  of  injuftice."  And 
then,  after  taking  notice  of*  the  profecutions  which  had  taken 
place,  as  ftated  to  you*  by  the  Attorney  General,  it  fays,  the 
people  came  to  the  following  refolutipns,  which  refolutionS  were 
not  heard  and  not  known  by  the  far  greater  part  of  the  aflembly, 
and  yet  they  are  faid  to  be  adopted,  with  the  exception  of  one 
or  two  perfons  prefent — a  Firft,  that  the  people  being  the  true 
and  only  fource  of  government,  the  freedom  of  fpeaking  and 
writing  upon  any  fubjeft  cannot  be  denied  to  the  members  of  a 
free  government  without  offering  the  grofleft  infult  to  the  ma- 
jefty  of  the  people."  Then  he  goes  on— "In  the  courfe  of 
thefe  proceedings  it  was  moved,  That  a  petition  be  prefented  to 
theHoufe  of  Commons,  for  a  reform  in  the  representation  of 
the  people  in  Parliament;  but  fo  marked  was  the  difapprobation 
given  by  the  whole  meeting  to  this  jneafure,  that  not  one  flngle 
perfon  Seconded  the  motion,  but  a  mod  profound  filence,  inter- 
rupted only  by  a  few  murmurs,  was  obfervedV* 

Gentlemen,  you  will  recolleft  it* is  in  evidence  before  you> 
that  all  this,  refpe&ing  the  petition  to  be  prefented,  was  a  con- 
trivance; that  jt  was  never  intended  that  any  fuch  petition  fhould 
be  ferioufly  debated,  but  that  it  was  brought  forward  by  a  perfon 
with  this  Mr,  Yorke,  merely  for  the  purpofe  of  being  rejeftecL 
*c  Upon  this  Mr.  Yorke  again  rofe  and  addreffed  tl^e  meeting 
in  a  moil  animated  fpeech  of  an  hour  long/'  in  which  he  favst 
**  It  was  high  time  that  the  people  fliould  lay  afide  leaders,  dik 
card  faSiou*  ajid  aft  for  themplves"  I  beg  leave  to  obferve 
.  upon  this—*"  That  the  people  fhould  lay  afide  leaders,  difcard 
fa&ion,  and  aft  for  themfelvcs" 

In  the  firft  place,  Gentlemen,  when  the  London  Correfpond- 
ing  Society  had  prefented  a  petition  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
they  had  applied  to  Mr.  Fox  to  prefent  that  petition :  Mr.  Fox 
tells  them,  as  you  are  my  conftituents,  I  will  uncjueftionably 
prefent  it;  but  I  will  tell  you  beforehand,  that  I  totally  difap- 
prove  of  universal  jTuffrage  and  annual  Parliaments  j  and  there- 
fore they  muft  be  perfectly  clear,  that  any  petition  that  they 
fhould  think  proper  to  fend  to  Parliament,  upon  the  ground? 
Hated,  would  be  reje&ed,  for  they  would  never  ftop  fnort  of 
what  they  required — univerfal  fufjrage  and  annual  Parliaments ; 
they  knew  they  fhould  be  oppofed  by  one  of  the  moft  able  men 
in  this  country,  and  a  man  who,  for  a  great  courfe  of  years,  has 
a&ed  in  oppolition  to  the  government 

They  then  applied  to  Mr.  Francis,  who  has  been  examined 
upon  tnis  trial,  and  Mr*  Francis  tells  you,  that  he  told  them 
explicitly  at  the  time  that  they  defired  him  to  prefent  that  peti- 
tion, that  he  likewife  difapproved  of  the  prayer  of  their  petition} 
that  he  fhould  oppofe  it  likewife  to  the  ufmoft  of  his  power. 
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You  will  alfo  recollect,  Mr.  Francis  was  not,  in  the  leaft,  aware 
of  the  purpofe  for  which  this  petition  was  prefented ;  he  was 
hot,  in  the  leaft,  aware  that  they  had  no  ferious  intention  in 
prefenting  this  petition;  they  contrived  completely  to  keep  this 
from  him ;  that  their  object  was  only  to  raife  difcontent ;  that 
was  an  object  that  was  in  no  degree  whatever  ftated  to  him,  nor 
a.  variety  of  other  circumftances  which  occurred  in  the  tranfac- 
tioh,  and  which  have  now  efcaped  my  memory. 

Gentlemen,  they  had  likewife  known  this — that  the  Society 
of  the  Friends  of  the  People  would  liften  to  no  fuch  meafure — 
the  London  Correfponding  Society  had  artfully  enough  conti- 
nued to  keep  up  a  correfpondence  with  the  Friends  of  the  People 
after  that  fociety  had  difcarded  the  Conftitutional  Society,  be- 
caufe  they  faw  that  the  Conftitutional  Society  was  aiming  at 
thofe  things  which  they  difapproved. 

Why,  Gentlemen,  they  knew,  therefore,  that  all  thofe  pcr- 
ibns  who  were  not  uniform  in  their  fupport  of  the  adminiftration 
of  the  country,  but  were  in  oppofition  to  this  oppofition,  that 
all  thofe  perfons  (at  leaft  I  know  of  no  exceptions)  would  all 
oppofe  that  very  plan  of  reform  which  thefe  focieties  meant  to 
introduce,  and,  therefore,  they  knew  they  could  not  poffibly  do 
any  thing  by  a  petition  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons ;  that  a  peti- 
tion to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  muft  neceflarily  be  nugatory, 
becaufe  they  declared  they  would  be  contented  with  nothing  lefs 
than  that  which  could  not  be  granted;  and  all  parties  agree, 
that  what  they  wanted  they  would  not  fupport. 

Mr.  Yorke  fays— u  It  is  now  high  time  that  the  people  fliould 
lay  afide  leaders,  difcard  faction,  and  aft  for  thtmfehes"  He 
then  ftrongly  inforccd  thofe  principles,  and  faid,' that  the  object 
of  the  refolution  could  not  be  anfwered,  except  annual  Parlia- 
ments and  univerfal  fuffrage  was  reftored;  and  fays — a  No 
fooner  was  the  Prince  of  Orange  eftablifhed  on  the  throne  of 
England,  than  all  ideas  of  the  ancient  mode  of  annual  Parlia- 
ments were  effaced,  and  the  triennial  aft  was  paffed  in  the  very 
face  of  that  revolution,  and  in  direct  contradiction  to  its  prin- 
ciples; for  the  revolution,  at  leaft  fo  far  as  it  refpected  the 
people,  was  not  intended  to  be  a  compromife  between  the  King 
and  the  Ariftocracy,  for  the  joint  inheritance  of  the  people,  but 
to  eftablifti,  on  unequivocal  principles,  the  right  of  the  people 
to  govern  themfelves,  and  to  recal  thofe  delegated  powers  which 
they  had  entrufted  to  their  fervants  for  this  purpofe,  when  they 
were  either  abufed  or  neglected,  to  exercife  them.  If  the  revo- 
lution was  not  a  revolution  for  the  people,  it  was  no  revolution 
at  all,  but  a  confpiracy  of  a  few  ennobled  oppreffors  againft  the 
liberties  and  happinels  of  the  many ;  but  if  k  was  defigned  to 
comprehend  the  people,  and  its  end  has  been  perverted  or  pur- 
pofely  laid  afide,  the  people  are  not  warranted  in  petitioning,  but 
are  juftified  in  demanding}  as  a  right,  agreeably  to  the  tone  of 
I      '  -  •  language 
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language  ufcd  in  the  declaration  of  rights,  the  reftitution  of 
annual  Parliaments,  and  the  eftablifhment  of  univerfal  fuf- 
frage."     . 

Then,  Gentlemen,  he  proceeds,  in  an  extremely  long  fpeech, 
to  obferve  upon  the  effefts  of  that  univerfal  emancipation  to 
which  he  looked,  faying — «  That  oppreffed  nature  would,  at  a 
proper  feafon,  depart  from  paflive  principle ;  and,  fhould  an  at- 
tempt be  made  to  wreft  what  remains  of  liberty  from  us,  I  truft 
all  men  will  concur  to  vindicate  their  violated  rights,  for  if  the 
attempt  be  fuffered  once,  it  will  be  often  repeated."     He  con- 
cludes with  faying — tt  When  fuch  a  revolution  of  fentiment 
fhall  have  difperfed  the  mifts  of  prejudice ;  when,  by  the  incef- 
Jant  thunderings  from  the  prefs,  the  meaneft  cottages  of  our 
country  (hall  be  enlightened,  and  the  fun  of  reafon,"  of  which 
we  have  heard  fo  rnuch,  u  (hall  fhine  in  its  fulleft  meridian  over, 
us,  then  the  commanding  voice  of  the  whole  people  fhall  re- 
commend the  558  Gentlemen  in  St.  Stephen's  Chapel  to  go 
about  their  bufinefs."     Then  there  are  feveral  refolutions,  one 
of  which  is — a  Convinced  of  this  truth,  it  is  the  opinion  of 
this  meeting,  that  the  people  ought  to  demand  as  a  right,  and 
not  petition  as  a  favour,  for  univerfal  reprefentation ;  that  there- 
fore we  will  petition  the  Houfe  of  Commons  no  more  on  this 
fubje£b"    Now  this  has  been  attempted  to  be  explained,  by  re- 
prefenting  it  as  petitioning  no  more  as  individuals,  but  the  re- 
solution is  clear  and  explicit,  and  it  (hews  they  could  not  mean 
that,  becaufe  they  fay,  convinced  of  the  truth  of  the  principles 
which  they  before  laid  down,  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  meeting, 
that  the  people  ought  to  demand  as  a  right,  and  not  to  petition 
as  a  favour ;  and  that,  therefore,  they  will  petition  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  no  more  on  this  fubje&. 

Now,   Gentlemen,   that  being  the  cafe,  the  petition  would 
juft  as  much  apply  to  individuals  as  it  would  to  affemblres  of 

freat  numbers — the  petition  would  juft  as  much  apply  to  a 
Convention  in  Edinburgh,  or  a  meeting  elfewhere,  as  to  this 
meeting.     Then  there  was  a  large  difcourfe  and  a  petition  pre* 
pared,  with  refpeft  to  the  abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade;  and  then 
they  fpeak  of  the  reje&ion  of  their  petition  by  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,     They  fay — «  Although  our  petition  was  difdain- 
fully  rejeded,  becaufe  not  couched  in  language  fufficiently  polite 
and  refpeftful  for  the  558  Gentlemen  who  fit  in  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  yet  belieye  us,  fellow-citizens,  we  are  ftijl  of  opi- 
nion that  the  matter  it  contained  was  not  only  juft  and  proper, 
but  we  think  that  even  the  language,  which  gave  fo  much  of- 
fence to  the  Honourable  Gentlemen,  was  much  too  polite  and 
too  moderate  for  us ;  for  if  the  Houfe  of  Commons  were  the 
real  reprefentatives  of  the  people,  we  certainly  had  a  right  to 
•di&ate,  and  not  to  petition/1     And  you  will  find,  throughout 
the  whole  of  this  tranfa&ion,  that  they  aflumed  that  they  had  a 
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right  to  dictate,  and  not  petition ;  and,  therefore,  yflu  cannrf 
form  the  flighted:  conception  that  a  petition  to  die  Houfe  of 
Commons  was  ever  an  objefl  within  their  view- 
Then  they  conclude  — a  But  our  petition  being  touted,  we 
fhall  trouble  them  no  more  with  our  coarfe  and  unmannerly  Ian- 

Suage*     It  will  be  our  duty  to  proceed,  as  we  have  uniformly 
one  hitherto,   in  enlightening  the  public  mind;   and  when  a 
complete  revolution  of  fentiment  fhall  take  place    (which  we 
think  will  fhortly  be  the  cafe)  in  our  country,  we  fhall  open  our 
mouths  in  that  key  we  think  moft  agreeable  to  ourfelves,  and 
our  voice,  together  with  that  of  our  disfranchifed  countrymen, 
will  refemble    perhaps    the  thunderings   from  Mount  Sinai.1' 
Clearly  alluding  to  the  idea  that  the  opinion  of  the  people  {up* 
ported  a  Convention,  aflembled  and  a&ing  as  a  Convention  of 
the  People :  fpeaking,  therefore,  under  that  character,  the  public 
willy  as  defcribed  in  Barrere's  fpeech,  would  be  irrefiilible,  and 
that  its  thunderings  would  be  in  that  key  which  the  people  who 
propofed  would  think  moft  agreeable  to  themfelves,  and  refemble 
die  thunderings  of  Mount  Sinai.    In  this  addrefs,  then,  they 
fpeak  of  their  principles,  and  they  lay—"  That  thefe  effential 
principles  are  both  eafy  and  comprehensive*    On  thefe  we  build 
our  right  to  reprefentation,  and  renounce  the  idea  of  future  peti- 
tions* not  fimply  from  themfelves,  but  from  any  other  perfons 
afluming  their  title  as  their  right,  and  not  to  petition.     By  theie 
maxims  we  find  that  every  Englishman  is  free,  and  that  in  the 
election  of  a  fupreme  magiftrate,  or  in  the  delegation  of  legit 
lative  powers,  he  concedes  his  affcions  to  a  certain  fuperintendant 
for  the  exprefs  purpofe  of  preventing  liberty  from  vaulting  over 
its  limits,  and  introducing  a  fyftem  o?  univerfal  violence,  injury 
or  licentioufnefs.*    Applying  election  to  the  fupreme  magiftrate, 
as  Well  as  to  every  other  part  of  the  government  of  the  country, 
and  therefore  perfectly  inconfiftent  with  the  prefent  eftabliihment 
of  the  Britifh  government* 

Gentlemen,  there  are  many  other  paflages  in  this  paper,  which 
tnight  be  obferved  upon,  but!  am  afraid  I  have  already  trefpalfed 
too  much  upon  your  time* 

Now,  Gentlemen,  there  is  one  fubje&  on  which  I  have  hither- 
to faid  but  little— with  refpe&  to  the  fubjed  of  arming,  as  it 
pafled  at  Sheffield.  What  does  it  {hew  ?  It  {hews  that  the  minds 
of  the  people  in  Sheffield  were  completely  impreiTed,  (I  mean 
the  people  who  belonged  to  thefe  focieties,)  that  their  minds  were 
completely  impreiTed  with  the  idea  that  fome  civil  commotion 
Was  apprehended,  and  that  in  conference  of  that  civil  commo- 
tion it  was  proper  for  them  to  provide  themfelves  with  arms  for 
their  defence  \  and  I  will  take  it,  that  thofe  witneffes  who  fpokff 
at  your  bar  fpoke  perfe&ly  ferious,  when  they  laid  they  meant 
them  for  .their,  own  defence*  But,  Gentlemen,  the  purpofes  of 
Mr.  Yorke,  Davifon,  and  Gales,  who  are  the  only  three  perfons 
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that  appear  afiive  oft  Ihe  occafion,  were  completely  anfwerecf. 
They  were  armed  for  their  own  defence*  or  for  any  other  pur- 
pofe.  They  had  armed  them  with  a  weapon  eanly  ufed  and 
cheaply  obtained*  They  knew  ycry  well,  as  it  came  out  upon 
the  examination  of  one  of  the  witnefles  for  the  prifoner,  that 
10)000  fuch  arms  might  be  fabricated  at  Sheffield  in  one  day: 
fo  that  the  a&ual  fabrication  of  arms  was  unneCeffary  to  be  im- 
mediately thought  of;,  nothing  more  was  wanting  than  to 
put  that  thing  in  a  train,  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  arms  when 
they  were  wanted,  as  they  could  be  got  with  fo  much  facility 
when  it  fhould  be  neceflary ;  and  the  fame  thing  may  be  obferved 
with  what  parted  in  London*  And  as  to  that  letter  from  Davi- 
fon,  it  is  perfe&ly  certain,  that  letter  muft  have  been  communi- 
cated by  the  prifoner,  in  feme  way  or  other,  from  Sheffield,  or  it 
could  never  have  been  known  that  the  prifoner  was  the  perfon  to 
be  applied  to  for  a  direction.  It  is  perfe&ly  clear  that  it  muft 
have  been  communicated  in  ibme  way,  though  we  cannot  trace 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  communicated ;  but  it  was  commu- 
nicated to  Edwards,,  or  elfe  he  would  not  have  known  where  to 
have  got  them* 

Gentlemen,  we  (hall  fee,  that  at  a  much  earlier  period,  per* 
Ions  concerned  in  this  tranfadion  looked  at  what  was  going  for- 
ward, and  faw  it  would  lead  to  extreme  anarchy ;  and  I  allude 
more  particularly  to  the  letter  of  Skirving,  of  the  5th  of  July, 
to  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  in  which  he  clearly  and  explicitly  ftates 
What  his  ideas  on  the  fubje&  were. 

In  that  letter  of  the  5th  of  July,  I793>  Mr.  Skirving  had  it 
in  his  contemplation,  that,  by  poffibility,  in  a  very  fhort  time, 
the  whole  country  might  be  in  anarchy  and  confufion.  He  fays — 
^  If  we  fought  only  the  extirpation  of  one  fet  of  interefted  men, 
from  the  management  of  national  affairs,  that  place  might  be 
given  to  another  fct,  without  affc&ing  the  vitals  of  the  fyftena 
adverfe  to  reform*  Thefe  might  eafily  be  accomplifhed ;  but  to  cut 
up  deep  and  wide-rooted  prejudices,  to  give  effe&ual  energy  to 
the  dictates  of  truth,  in  favour  of  public  virtue,  and  national 
profperity,  in  oppofition  to  felf  and  all  its  interefted  habits,  and 
to  withftand  and  overawe  the  final  efforts  of  the  powers  of  dark- 
nefi,  is  the  work  of  the  whole,  and  not  of  a  part;  and  to  which 
mankind,  till  this  awful  period,  were  never  adequate;  becaufe, 
never  till  now  difpofed  to  fraternize,  not  merely  or  only,  I  truft, 
from  the  fenfe  of  the  common  danger  to  which, we  are  expofed, 
but  from  the  ennobling  principle  of  univer&l  benevolence." 

And  then  he  proceeds  on  the  confluences  of  this  plan  of 
organization,  which  he  faid  had  been  eftabliihed,  the  objeft  of 
which  was  to  effect  that  reform  he  had  propofed ;  and  he  adds, 
"  The  aflbciations  with  you  are  no  more  I  fear — excufe  my  free- 
dom— than  an  ariftocracy  for  the  good  of  the  people.  They 
are  indeed  moderate,  inn,  and  virtuous,  and  better  cannot  be; 
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fcut  we  are  the  people  themfelves,  and  we  are  the  firft  to  (hew 
that  the  people  can  both  judge  and  refolve,  if  undire&ed  by 
fa&ion,  with  both  wifdom  and  moderation. 

a  \  have  not  a  higher  wifh  in  the  prefent  exertions  for  reform, 
than  to  fee  the  people  univerfally  and  regularly  aflbciated ;  becaufc, 
I  am  perfuaded  that  the  prefent  difaftrous  engagements  will  iffue 
in  ruin,  and  the  people  then  muft  provide  for  themfelves ;  and  it 
would  be  unhappy  when  we  fhould  be  ready  to  zSt  with  unanimity 
to  be  occupied  about  organization;   without  which,    however, 
anarchy  muft  enfue."     what  can  this  advert  to  but  a  contem- 
plation in  the  mind  of  Mr.  Skirving,  as  early  as  the  25th  of  May, 
J  793,  that  things  were  approaching  to  fuch  a  ftate  in  this  country, 
that  there  would  be  a  diflblution  of  the  whole  of  the  exifting 
government ;  and  if  there  was  not  (brae  other  government  pro- 
vided in  its  place,  that  anarchy  muft  enfue  ?  Says  he — a  Let  us 
therefore  take  the  hint  given  xis  by  our  oppofers,  let  us  begin  in 
earned  to  make  up  our  minds  relative  to  the  extent  of  reform ; 
which  we  ought  to  feek,  be  prepared  to  juftify  it,  and  to  con- 
trovert objections ;  let  us  model  the  whole  in  the  public  mind, 
let  us  provide  every  ftake  and  ftay  in  the  tabernacle  which  we 
would  ere&,  fo  that  when  the  tabernacles  of  oppreffion  in  the. 
palaces  of  ambition  are  broken  down,  under  the  madneis  and 
folly  of  their  fupporters,  we  may  then  without  anarchy  and  all 
dangerous  delay,  erett  at  once  our  tabernacle  of  righteojufi>efe, 
and  may  the  Lord  himfelf  be  in  it." 

Notv  here  is  a  man,  contemplating  that  which  was  likely  to 
be  tbq  refult  of  the  meafures  in  which  he  himfelf  was  engaged, 
faying,  that  they  led  to  anarchy  and  confufion,  and  exciting 
another  perfon,  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  engaged  with  him  in  the 
fame  purpofe,  to  provide  for  the  event  of  that  poflible  anarchy 
and  confufion,  by  providing  a  new  plan  for  that  government 
which  he  meant  to  eftablifh  inftead  of  the  government  which  he 
meant  to  deftroy. 

He  then  proceeds  to  defcribe  what  was  the  unfortunate  ftate  of 
the  Roman  government,  after  it  was  «  enfeebled  and  broken  by 
its  own  corruption,  it  left  the  nations  which  it  had  fubie&ed,  like 
fheep  without  a  fhepherd."  Merely  alluding  to  that  ftate  of 
anarchy  which  at  that  time  prevailed  in  Europe ;  a  ftate  defcribed 
in  hiftory  in  a  manner  fo  forcibly  and*  fo  ftrongly,  and  picturing 
in  fo  many  jjiftances  the  prefent  fituation  of  France,  that  really 
when  one  reads  that  hiftory,  one  almoft  imagines  one  is  reading 
the  hiftory  of  the  prefent  ftate  of  France. 

The  letter  adds — a  We  may  fuppofe  an  event  which  we  de- 
precate, nay,  fhould  we  not  be  prepared  for  every  poflible  iffue 
of  the  prefent  unprecedented  divifions  of  mankind  i  We  have  a 
right  to  be  appreheniive  of  the  abilities  of  our  managers,  who 
are  fo  afraid  to  depart  from  precedent,  that  like  men  of  detail  they 
may  be  inadequate  to  the  talk  of  prefejrving  the  Veffel  from  (hip* 
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Wre^k,  now  grappling  with  danger,  not  only  great,  but  new 
ahd  uncommon."  It  adds — "  If  the  prefcnt  Mmiftry  fail,  who 
after  them  (hall  be  truftcd  ?  It  requires  little  penetration  to  fee 
the  anarchy  and  difcord  which  will  follow.  It  will  be  fuch,  that 
nothing  ihort  of  a.  general  union  among  the  people  themfelves 
will  be  able  to  heal.  Hafte,  therefore,  to  aflbciate ;  at  leaft,  be 
ready  to  aflbciate.  If,  then,  fuch  a  broken  ftate  of  things  ftiould 
take  place,  the  civil  broils  that  would  ncceffarily  enfue  would 
fooii  fubfide  before  the  united  irrefiftible  voice  of  the  whole.  Do 
not,  I  entreat  you,  hefitate,  thinking  fuch  a  work  premature  as 
yet;  but  a  month,  ahd  then  it  may  be  too  late.'* 

The  impreflion  upon  this  man's  mind  was  unqueftionably 
exceeding  ftrong,  and  an  impreflion  not  at  all  unwarranted  by  the 
event.  He  looked  to  the  general  diflblution  of  government — 
he  looked  to  anarchy  and  difcord — he  looked  to  civil  broils,  as 
neceflarily  enfuing ;  and  the  only  hope  was  in  the  united  irrefifti- 
ble voice  of  the  whole,  adopting  fome  plan  to  be  already  formed, 
and  ready  to  be  offered  to  them  upon  the  inftant  of  con- 
fufion. 

Gentlemen,  this  letter  clearly  (hews,  that  that  fort  of  civil 
difcord  had  been  long  in  the  contemplation  of  the  minds  of  thefe 
people,  and  whether  they  ever^ook  the  means  to  provide  againft 
the  confequences  if  it  had  happened,  it  is  impoffible  for  us  to 
difcover.  All  we  can  obferve  is,  if  you  look  into  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  Conftitution,  I  think  you  will  find  a  fort  of 
provifion,  not  adapted  merely  to  the  purpofes  of  a  private  fo- 
ciety,  but  eafily  converted  to  the  purpofes  of  a  nation,  under  the 
principles  which  fuch  a  fociety  have  of  the  proper  manner  of 
governing  a  country. 

Gentlemen,  I  will  make  a  trifling  remark  upon  what  palled  at 
Chalk  Farm,  principally  with  a  view  to'  call  your  attention  to 
the  very  violent  refolutions  which  were  intended  to  have  been 
adopted  at  that  meeting  by  one  of  the  parties.  I  likewife  would 
call  to  your  attention,  that  the  fyftem  of  arming  appears  to  have 
been  in  fome  degree  adopted  throughout.  And  as  to  what  was 
faid  with  refpett  to  the  knives  that  were  mentioned,  it  was  a 
very  trifling  circumftance ;  but  the  fa&  is  not  contradicted. 
And  I  would  particularly  advert  to  you,  that  a  perfon  of  the 
name  of  Pearce  was  fpecincally  named  in  the  evidence  of  Groves, 
whofe  evidence  is  the  only  evidence  material  to  this  purpofe — 
the  name  of  Pearce  was  mentioned,  as  one  of  the  perfons  that 
was  prefent  at  the  tranfa&ion,  who  might  have  appeared  to  con- 
tradict that  aflertion,  but  who  has  not  appeared ;  and,  therefore, 
it  mull  be  taken  to  be  the  fact,  by  ftlence  upon  this  occafion.  I 
would  likewife  obferve,  that  Green,  the  man  who  in  fome  re- 
fpe&s  contradicts  Groves,  is  a  man  that  was  called  upon  the  part 
ot  the  Crown ;  and  I  think  you  will  believe,  that  thofe  who  had 
the  management  of  this  buiinefs  on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  when 
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they  called  that  man,  had  no  conception  of  concealing  from  yoa 
any  circumftance  that  could  be  brought  forward  for  your  exami- 
nation. 

^  Gentlemen,  if  you  pleafe,  I  have  no  objection  toybur  put* 
"ting  out  of  your  confideration  all  the  evidence  that  Groves  has 
given  you :  put  out  of  your  confideration  thofe  knives,  and  a 
thoufand  other  trifling  circumftances^  entirely;  ftill  you  will  not 
find  one  word  of  that  parole  evidence  contradicted,  except  fo  far 
as  it  has  been  contradicted  by  one  of  the  witnefles  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown,  contradicting  another  witnefs  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown ;  though,  at  the  fame  time,  hundreds  and  hundreds  might 
have  contradicted  that  parole  evidence,  if  it  had  been  thought 
prober  for  the  prifoner  to  bring  thofe  witneffes  to  the  ban 

Gentlemen,  you  will  likewife  remember  the  paper  of  the  int 
and  otttsy  which  was  certainly  an  incitement  to  arm,  exactly  upon 
the  fame  principle  as  acted  upon  at  Sheffield — an  incitement  to 
the  people  to  provide  arms  for  their  own  defence^  calling;  for  the* 
ufe  of  thofe  arms,  and  telling  the  application  for  which  they 
meant  to  make  ufe  of  them,  at  the  moment  when  it  fhould  be 
conceived  the  crifis,  of  which  they  have  heard  fo  much,  fhould 
Arrive, 

Gentlemen,  I  have  already  addreffed  you  beyond  my  ftrength. 
Z  find  myfclf  unable  to  fay  any  thing  more,  though  I  am 
well  .perfuaded,  indeed  I  well  recolleft,  that  there  are  many 
things  I  meant  to  have  ftated  which  I  have  not  flated.  All  I 
can  fay  to  you  isy  that,  to  the  utmoft  of  my  power,  I  have  done 
my  duty.  I  truft  you  will  do  yours.  It  is  certainly  a  very  ar- 
duous tafk  to  prefs  againft  any  man  a  cafe,  the  event  of  which 
may  he  the  termination  of  his  life.     You,  Gentlemen,  are  to 

five  your  verdict  according  to  the  truth  of  the  evidence  laid 
efore  you :  if  that  fhould  enable  you  to  givea  verdidt  of  acquit* 
Xal,  I  have  no  doubt  you  will  give  it  with  joy ;  if  it  fhould  compel 
you  to  give  a  contrary  verdidt,  bitter  though  the  cup  may  be, 
you  may  not  pafs  it  from  you.  You  muft  forego  your  own 
feelings--- you  have  a  folemn  duty  to  perform — you  muft  per- 
form it.  I  have  had  a  duty,  which  I  have  had  a  difficulty  to 
perform  to  my  own  feelings  on  the  fubject — I  have  endeavoured 
to  do  it  faithfully.  Having  done  fo,  I  will  trouble  you  no 
Jonger. 

Lord  Prefidcnt.  We  are  bow  at  the  feventh  day  of  this  trial, 
and  it  comes  to  me  now  to  fum  up  this  great  and  momentous 
caufe  Is  it  expe£ted  or  wifhed,  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner  par* 
ticularly,  and  ajib  on  the  part  of  the  profecutor,  that  the  whole 
i>f  this  written  evidence  fhould  be  repeated  to  the  Jury?  Or 
would  it  be  fati?fa£tory  to  every  body,  that  the  parole  evidence 
only  fhould  be  fummed  up  to  the  Jury,  that  they  fhould  be  left 
•to  their  own  recollection  of  the  written  evidence,  together  with 
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the  produftion  of  fuch  part  of  the  written  evidence  ?s  in  the 
courfe  of  the  fumming  up  may  appear  to  me  to  be  neceflary  to 
bave  recourfe  to  ?  If  it  is  at  all  the  wifh  of  the  prifoner  in  par- 
ticular, or  the  Counfel  for  the  prifoner,  or  infifted  upon  on  the 
part  of  the  profecution,  I  (hall  not  at  all  regret  the  expence  of 
my  time  or  bodily  fatigue,  as  far  as  it  may  be  neceflary  for  me 
perfonally  to  go  through  it.  I  would  willingly  fpare  the  Jury, 
if  I  could,  becaufe  their  labour  has  been  infinite  ;  ^nd  if  I  were 
to  go  through  .the  whole  of  the  written  evidence,  I  am  very  ap- 
prehenfive  that  I  (hall  only  load  them  with  an  imperfect  recollec- 
tion of  a  mafs  of  evidence,  which,  if  it  was  ftated  again  to  them, 
thev  would  be  Jefs  prepared  to  receive  the  obfervations  I  have  to 
make  to  them, 

Mr.  Erskine.  I  will  juft  ftate  one  word  to  your  Lordfhip. 

Mr.  Attorney  General,  On  the  part  of  die  public  I  cannot  bet* 
ter  confult  their  iitfereft,  than  to  leave  it  to  the  difcretion  of  the 
Court, 

Mr  Erskine.  My  Lord,  I  think  it  proper  to  fpeak  to  my 
client.  (Mr.  Erskine  confulted  bis  client.) 

Mr.  Erskine.  My  Lord,  Mr.  Hardy  defires  taexprefe  his  conr 
fidence  in  the  juftice  of  the  Court :  he  will  fubmit  to  the  courfe 
your  Lordfhip  has  juft  now  ftated. 

Lord  Prefident.  Then  I  (hall  take  that  courfe,  defiring  it  to  be 
underftood,  that  if  there  is  any  paper  I  fhould  not  ftate,  that  the 
Counfel  on  either  fide,  particularly  the  Counfel  for  the  prifoner, 
fliall  think  material,  they  will  put  me  in  mifld,  and  I  witf  $ei> 
tainjy  read  it. 


Vol  il  3  f  Humming 


SUMMING-UP  OF  THE  EVIDENCE, 

BY 

LORD  CHIEF  JUSTICE  EYREy 

LORD    PRESIDENT.. 


Gentlemen  of  the  "Jury^ 

THE  prifoner,  Thomas  Hardy,  ftands  indided  for  the  crime 
of  high  treafon,  in  comparing  and  imagining  the  death  of  the 
King ;  and  the  indi&ment  ftates  nine  counts  or  overt  ads  of  this 
fpecies  of  treafon.     Two  of  thofe  overt  afts  are — the  firft,  con- 
fpiring to  levy  war  againft  the  King  in  his  realm ;  the  fecond, 
for  collecting  arms  for  the  purpofe  of  making  that  war.     Three 
other  overt  afts  are — firft,  for  confpiring  to  fubvert  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country,  and  to  depofe  the  King ;  the  fecond,  for 
confulting  and  fending  letters  and  papers  to  excite  the  King's 
fubjc&s  to  fubvert  the  government,  and  depofe  the  King ;  and 
the  third,  for  colle&ing  arms  for  the  fame  purpofe.     There  are 
•four  other  overt  adts,  which  refpe&  the  affembling  of  a  Conven- 
tion of  the  People,  for  the  purpofe  of  fubvertingthe  government 
of  the  country  and  depofing  the  King.      The  firft  of  thefe 
charges  a  meeting  for  confulting,  confpiring,  and  agreeing  to 
procure  a  Convention  of  the  King's  fubje&s,    to  be  aiTembled 
within  the  kingdom,  with  intent,  and  in  order  that  the  perfons  fo 
to  be  aiTembled  might,  in  defiance  of  the  authority  and  againft  the 
will  of  Parliament,  fubvert,  alter,  and  caufe  to  be  altered,  the 
legiflature,  rule,  and  government  now  duly  and  happily  efta- 
bliihed  in  this  kingdom,  and  to  depofe,  and  caufe  to  be  depofed, 
our  faid  Lord  the  King  from  the  royal  ftate,  title,   power,  and 
government  thereof;  the  fecond  is,  for  compofing,  writing,  and 
publifliing,  the  more  readily  and  effe&ually  to  afteinble  fuch  Con- 
vention, and  thereby  to  accomplish  the  aforefaid  traitorous  pur- 
pofes,  divers  books,    pamphlets,    letters,   declarations,   inflec- 
tions, refolutions,  orders,  addreffes,  and  writings,  purporting  and 
containing  therein  incitements,   encouragements,   and  exhorta- 
tions, to  induce  and  perfuade  the  King's  fubje&s  to  choofe,  de- 
pute, and  fend  delegates  to  compofe  that  Convention ;  the  third, 
is  the  confpiring,  confulting,  and  deliberating  how,  when,  and 
where  this  Convention  fhould  be  aiTembled  and  held,   and  by 
what  means  thefe  perfons  might  be  moved  fo  to  fend  delegates; 
the  fourth  i?>  that  fo  confenung  and  agreeing,  the  more  readily 

to 


r  507  ] 

to  procure  this  Convention  to  be  aflembled,  certain  perfons  of 
the  name  of  Jeremiah  Joyce,  John  Auguftus  Bonney,  John 
Home  Tooke,  Thomas  Wardle,  Matthew  Moore,  John  Thel- 
wall,  John  Baxter,  Richard  Hodfon,  John  Lovett,  William 
Sharpe,  and  John  Pearfon,  did  meet,  confer,  and  co-operate 
among  themfelves  for  and  towards  the  calling  and  aiTembling  fuch 
Convention. 

For  the  prefent,  Gentlemen,  you  will  attend  to  the  evidence, 
with  a  view  only  to  the  eftablifnmenjt  of  feme  or  one  of  thefe 
acts  which  are  fo  charged  as  overt  a£ts.  The  general  effeft  of 
the  evidence  I  fhall  have  occafion  to  ftate  to  you,  and  the  obfer- 
vations  upon  that,  when  I  come  to  take  the  whole  of  the  evi- 
dence together. 

The  firft  witnefs  that  is  called,  after  the  written  evidence  was 
in  a  great  meafure  gone  through,  was  William  Carnage,  who 
faid  he  was  a  member  of  the  fociety  at  Sheffield,  and  became  fo  the 
latter  end  of  November,  1791.  He  afted  as  fecretary  the  latter  end 
of  April  or  May  laft;  he  ufed  to  fign  the  letters  tnat  were  often 
written  by  others ;  that  Edward  Martin,  John  Alcock,  George 
^Viddifon,  and  Matthew  Dodwell,  w/ere  perfons  concerned  in. 
writing  thefe  letters ;  that  flie  profcfled  objeft  they  had  in  view 
was  a  parliamentary  reform ;  that  they  chofe  Matthew  Campbell 
Brown  as  delegate  to  the  Scotch  Convention,  and  that  he  was 
fent  to  Mr.  Brown  by  the  fociety  to  carry  him  cafli,  the  fociety 
paying  him  his  expences ;  he  received  from  Mr.  Gales,  the 
printer  at  Sheffield,  who  was  alfo  a  member  of  the  fociety,  the 
money ;  that  that  Mr.  Gales  is  now  in  Sheffield;  that  Mr.  Henry 
Yorke  was  a  member ;  that  he  knew  him  by  no  other  name  than 
Henry ;  he  ufed  to  exhort  them ;.  he  never  mentioned  the  fubjeffc 
of  arms  in  public,  that  he  knows  of.  He  fays,  that  there  was  ori- 
ginally and  at  firit  a  parliamentary  reform  propofed  to  be  brought 
about  by  petitioning  Parliament,  and  that  there  was  no  fpecific 
plan  defigned.  He  fays,  that  the  fociety  were  threatened  to  be 
difperfed,  and  the  people  thought  that  they  mould  have  arms  for 
their  own  defence,  and  that  Mr.  Yorke  approved  of  it,  in  order 
to  protect  their  meetings,  and  this,  he  fays,  was  the  general  idea 
of  the  place.  He  was  (hewn  a  blade  or  a  pike,  he.  fays  it  was 
fhewn  to  Yorke  by  himfelf  and  Hill.  He  fays,  as  well  as  he 
recollects,  it  was  Hill  made  that  blade  of  a  pike.  He  fays,  he  is 
a  fhoemaker's  knife  forger ;  he  heard  nothing  of  mufquets,  and 
he  heard  nothing  of  arms  in  any  other  country ;  he  faid,  he  did 
not  know  of  any  quantity  made,  excepting  three  dozen  which 
were  made  by  Kill.  He  faid,  he  faw  a  pike  handle  at  Widdi- 
fon's  j  that  it  was  eight  or  nine  o'clock  when  he  flie  wed  to  Mr. 
Yorke  this  pike,  and  no.  perfon  was  prefent.  He  fays,  he  was 
upon  the  Caftle  Hill  with  Mr.  Yorke,  and  at  that  time  there  was 
no  recommendation  of  arms.  He  knew  Davifon,  who  was  fer- 
vaiit  to  Mr.  Gales,  and  that  he  alfo  knew  Robert  Moody ;  that 
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Mr.  Vorke  advifed  not  to  petition  Parliament,  tit  (ays,  that 
he  heard  of  an  addrefs  to  the  people,  and  that  Mr.  Yorke  was 
drawn  home  in  a  carriage  without  horfes.  He  faid,  he  heard 
Mr.  Yorke  difapprove  of  the  Scotch  Convention,  for  that  he 
thought  the  people  Very  much  unprepared.  He  proved  a  letter 
produced  to  be  under  Davifon's  hand,  and  addreffed  to  Mr. 
Hardy,  and  to  have  feen  it  in  Mr.  Davifon's  poflef&on  at  Shef- 
field. Davifon,  he  fays,  came  originally  from  Leeds,  and  he 
a&ed  as.  fecretary  at  Leeds ;  he  fays,  he  mentioned  that  a  letter 
from  Hardy  mould  be  directed  to  Moody,  and  that  the  name  of 
the  proper  fecretary,  who  was  Broomhead,  was  ftruck  out,  be- 
caufe  they  thought  fome  letters  to  the  fecretary  had  been  inter- 
cepted. He  fays,  that  Moody  put  handles  into  three  dozen 
of  pikes — he  fays,  that  the  handles  of  the  pikes  were  fomewhere 
about  feven  feet  long,  and  made  of  fir — that  they  were  of  the 
fame  fhape  as  a  bayonet,  fluted  and  pointed---there  were  none 
fhafted,  that  he  knew  of,  of  any  other  fhape ;  one  had  been  made 
before,  but  not  of  that  fhape — as  far  as  he  recolle&s  that  was  the 
one  that  was  fhewn  to  Mr<  Yorke.  That  Mr.  Davifon  is  now 
gone  off,  and  Mr.  Gales  went  about  the  fame  time.  He  is  afked 
about  a  night-cat — he  fays,  he  knew  what  it  was,  it  ftands  with 
four  points — that  the  ufe  of  it  was  for  ading  againft  cavalry; 
by  being  thrown  into  the  ftreet*  This  was  his  original  'evi- 
dence. 

Upon  his  crbfs-examination  he  faid)  that  parliamentary  reform 
was  his  objecT: — a  more  equal  representation  in  the  Houfe  of 
Commons.  He  fays,  there  was  no  idea  of  any  thing  meditated 
againft  the  King's  majefty,  or  the  Houfc  of  Lords,  that 
there  was  never  an  individual  amongft  the  whole  fociety  had  any 
fuch  thought — that  there  was  no  idea  of  carrying  that  reform  by 
force  ^nd  violence ;  he  would  not  have  continued  a  member  in 
the  fociety  if  there  had  been  any  fuch  idea;  that  he  never 
fufpefted  the- intention  of  the  fociety,  or  any  individual,  to  be 
of  that  kind  ;  if  he  had  thought  they  had  had  any  fuch  intention 
againft  the  fafety  and  honour  of  the  Sovereign*  he  would  not 
have  continued  with  them.  He  fays,  he  generally  read  the  pa- 
pers before  he  figned  them.  He  was  a  member  till  he  was 
i aken  up  j  he  faw  no  reafon  to  believe  they  had  began  to  intend 
inifchief  of  this  fort ;  that  he  believes  they  began  to  be  threatened 
with  interruptions  in  March,  1794 ;  that  he  never  heard  that  the 
Convention  was  to  put  down  the  King,  or  to  take  upon  them- 
felves  the  fun&ions  of  government  3  that  the  Sheffield  Society 
Confidered  the  beft  means  to  effect  a  change  in  the  reprefentation 
'of  the  people  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  was  for  the  Scotch  Con- 
vention to  petition.  He  fays,  he  thought  that  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons would  attend  to  the  application  of  numbers}  that  he  was 
a  friend  to  the  Britifh  conftitution ;  that  he  had  no  wifh  againft 

the  King,  and  had  no  wifh  to  introduce  into  England  the  de- 
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filiations  and  anarchies  that  are  in  France ;  that  he  fhould  haVtf 
thought  himfelf  the  moft  abandoned  of  mankind,  if  he'  had 
continued  a  member  of  a  fociety  having  fuch  fentiments ;  that 
he  neyer  had  any  reafon  to  believe  there  was  an  intent  to  deftroy 
the  conftitution,  that  he  was  afraid  the  oppofite  party  would 
make  an  attack,  and  thought  they  were  doing  what  was  legal. 
They  had  no  intention  of  ufing  arms  againft  the  King,  but  they 
thought  they  had  a  right  to  have  arms  by  the  Bill  of  Rights— <* 
Mr/ Yorke  informed  them  it  was  fo.  That  he  could  not  take  up- 
on himfelf  to  fay  what  the  Convention  were  to  do ;  that  it  was  the 
cheapnefs  of  the  article  that  recommended  the  pikes ;  that  he  did 
not  know  that  any  night-cats  he  had  feen  were  made  from  the  mo- 
del he  had  feen ;  that  a  man  faid  he  had  feen  fomething  of  that  kind 
at  Newcaftle  *,  that  he  did  not  mention  when  he  faw  it,  but,  as 
well  as  he  recolle&s,  it  was  about  the  time  of  the  American  war. 

The  letter  alluded  to  in  this  man's  evidence  is  in  thefe  words: 
it  is  addreiTed  to  Citizen  Hardy,  No.  9,  Piccadilly,  London, 
figned  Rich.  Davifon,  dated  April  24,  1794;  (See  page  3329 
Vol.1,  of  this  work.)  He  fays,  Mr.  Davifon  thought  they 
might  have  the  fame  view  for  the  people  in  London  as  in  Shef- 
field.. He  fays,  the  pikes  would  have  cod  about  2od.  He  ii 
afked  if  he'  knew  fuch  a  place  as  the  Parrot,  Green  Arbour 
Court  j  he  fays,  he  does  not  know  any  thing  of  that. 

The  next  witnefs  is  William  Broomhead,  who  is  a  cutler  of 
Sheffield,  and  a  member  of  the  Conftitutional  Society  there  at 
its  firft  inftitution  in  1 791.     He  faid,  he  did  not  know  (hat  he 
was  one  of  the  twelve  who  were  aflbciated  with  the  London 
Conftitutional  Society;  he  fays,  he  has  fome  idea  of  letters  having 
been  written,   that  they  might  ad  in  conjunftion,   but  never 
heard  of  the  aflbciation ;  that  he  was  fecretary  of  this  iociety  for 
five  months,  the  laft  five  months  before  "he  was  apprehended ; 
that  the  object  was  a  parliamentary  reform,  by  meeting  and  en- 
deavouring to  enlighten  each  other,  and  fpread  the  knowledge  of 
grievahces,  that  they  might  apply  in  the  moft  unexceptionable 
mode.     He  fays,  that  the  exception  of  applying  to  Parliament 
Was  never  mentioned  to  his  knowledge;  univerfal  fuffrage  ha 
did  not  hear  of  till  the  Edinburgh  Convention.     He  fays  AJi"» 
Yorke  fomctimes  goes  by  another  name,  that  of  Henry  Redhead ; 
he  fays,  that  Yorke  had  been  at  Sheffield  about  eight  weeks;  the 
witnefs  knew  Mr.  Gales,  and  he  fays,  that  Mr.  Yorke  ufed  to 
attend  the  weekly  meetings  during  his  laft  vifit  at  Sheffield,  but 
he  was  not  a  fettled  inhabitant  of  the  place ;  that  he  was  con- 
sidered as  a  man  of  confiderable  abilities,  an  orator,  and  treated 
with  refpeft*  he  wrote  feveral  pamphlets  at  Sheffield,  and  ufed 
to  bring  parts  of  them  to  be  read  to  the  fociety  before  they  were 
publiihed ;  that  they  held  their  focieties  in  a  large  room,  where 
there  was  an  elevation  for  the  fpeaker— fome  called  it  a  pulpit, 
and  fome  a  tribune  i   to  remembers  the  meeting  at  the  Caftle 
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Hill — that  Mr.  Yorke  there  expatiated  largely  upon  the  corrup- 
tions that  had  crept  into  the  conftitution,  or  rather  the  evils  that 
were  complained  of  j  that  his  manner  of  fpeaking  may  fometimes 
lead  him  to  go  further  in  fpeaking  than  he  ought ;  that  he  was 
peculiarly  energetic,  fiery,  and  at  the  fame  time  very  warm,  but 
that  he  faid  nothing  contrary  to  the  law  and  conftitution.  He 
fays>  it  was  fettled  at  a  previous  meeting,  that  he,  the  witnefe, 
fhould  make  a  motion  for  a  petition  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
in  order  that  it  might  be  over-ruled,  for  the  purpofe  of  bringing 
in  another  motion  in  its  place ;  he  fays,  he  made  that  motion 
for  the  purpofe  of  introducing  another — that  it  was  objected  to; 
there  were  four  of  the  Committee  upon  the  elevation,  Yorke, 
himfelf,  Gales,  and  Carnage — there  were  thoulands  afTembled — 
that  he  does  not  know  which  of  the  other  three  made  the  objec- 
tion— that  he  knew  the  other  motion  was  to  petition  his  Ma- 
jefty— -that  he  thought  it  was  drawn  up  before  thev  affembled — 
that  Yorke  addrefled  the  people — that  it  Was  left  at  his  houfe 
to  be  figned  by  the  people — that  the  petition  was  fent  to  London 
to  Earl  Stanhope,  and  he  did  not  think  proper  to  prefbnt  it  in 
that  foVm.  He  fays,  they  afterwards  agreed  that  Yorke's  fpeech 
fhould  be  printed  and  published  at  Sheffield:  it  was  afterwards 
printed  and  publifhed,  and  one  of  the  copies  was  (hewn  to  him, 
and  he  believes  that  which  is  now  produced  to  be  one.  He 
fays,  there  were  fome  to  be  had  at  Gales's  fliop ;  he  fays,  that, 
at  their  private  meetings,  thefe  copies  were  to  be  dire&ed  to  be 
lent  to  leveral  perfons,  fevcral  packets— that  to  the  amount  of 
twenty-four  or  more  were  wrapped  up  fcparately,  and  put  in  a 
box,  and  fent  to  the  prifoner  Hardy*  He  faid,  he  was  applied 
to  to  be  fecretary  by  one  John  Alcock-r-he  had  nothing  elfe  to 
do — the  war  had  fpoiled  his  bufinefs,  and  therefore  it  was  that 
he  accepted  it — that  he  had  heard  there  was  a  propofal  for  pro- 
curing arms  in  Sheffield,  but  that  he  purpofely  avoided  meddling 
in  thought  or  a&  with  any  thing  of  that  fort.  He  fays,  he  heard 
of  arms  in  the  fociety ;  that  a  few  days  before  it  had  been  fpoken 
of  as  the  right  of  the  fubject  to  have  arms,  he  fays,  that  a  fpu- 
rious  hand-bill  had  been  publifhed  in  the  dark;  he  fays,  that  the 
having  of  arms  was  fpoke  of  as  a  right — he  thiilks  it  was  after 
the  Cattle  meeting,  and  he  fays,  that  it  was  at,  a  public  meeting 
of  the  fociety  in  a  large  room.  He  fays,  he  never  faw  a  pike 
till  he  was  brought  toX<ondon — he  faw  the  model  of  the  cat, 
which  was  only  like  a.  plaything  for  a  child — that  it  had  four 
points — that  when  thrown  on  the  ground  there  was  always  a 
point  upwards— that  he  faw  it  in  the  houfe  of  Benjamin  Dan, 
and  it  was  one  Charles  Rhodes  that  produced  it — that  the  con* 
yerfation  about  it  was  not  a  ferious  one,  but  it  was  coididered 
as  the  aft  of  a  boy  or  child,  and  it  was  talked  of  in  a  careleis, 
idle  way.  He  fays,  he  remembers  Mr.  Yorke  faying,  we  were 
in  a  low,  despicable  fituation— that  rather  than  fubinit  to  that 
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degraded  ftate,  he  would  go  up  to  London  with  the  people  there 
prefent.  He  fays,  he  thinks  that  was  before  he  heard  any  thing 
upon  the  fubject  of  arming;  he  fays,  his  rcafon  for  remembering 
this  pafLge  was,  the  pain  he  felt  at  hearing  any  thing  of  that 
fort  faid;  for  he  fays,  for  himfelf,  he  fears  God,  and  honours  the 
King.  He  fays,  that  on  the  fait  day  the  people  aflembled  at  the 
top  of  the  town,  a  iooo  of  them,  or  2oqp,  and  they  acted  as 
defcribed  in  the  paper.  This  paper  was. found  upon  Mr.  Hardy, 
and  entitled  the  Faft  Day,  as  obferved  at  Sheffield,  and  a  ferious 
lecture,  which  was  held  there.  He  fays,  there  was,  a  ferious  lec- 
ture, and  after  the  lecture  there  was  a  hymn  fung — u  A  ferious 
Lecture  delivered  at  Sheffield,  February  28,  1794,  being  the 
day  appointed  for  a  General  Faft  ;  to  which  are  added,  a  Hymn 
and  Refolutions/'  The  ferious  lecture  turns  on  the  ftory  of 
Ahab  and  the  Priefts  of  Baal.  The  hymn  does  not  feem  to  have 
any  thing  very  neceflary  to  be  ftated — two  of  the  ftanzas  in 
it  axe — 

"  O  Thou,  whofe  awful  word  combined 
u  The  raging  waves,  the  raving  wind, 
w  Mad  tyrants  tame,  break  down  the  high, 
"  Whofe  haughty  foreheads  beat  the  fky. 

tt  Burft  every  dungeon,  every  chain, 
"(jive  injur'd  flaves  their  rights  again. 
K  Let  truth  prevail,  let  difcord  ceafe — 
«*  Speak,  and  the  world  fhall  fmile  in  peace." 

The  refolutions  are  eleven.  See  Vol.  I.  p.  395,  of  this  work. 

In  the  next  page,  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  united 
for  a  reform  in  Parliament.—"  Committee  Room,  March  20th, 
1794.     Refolyed,  That  this  fociety  approve  the  ferious  lecture, 
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The  next  paragraph  contains  a  fimilar  refolution  of  the  So- 
ciety for  Constitutional  Information. 

So  that  you  obferve  this  publication,  with  refolutions  entered 
into  upon  the  Faft  Day  at  Sheffield,  received  the  approbation  of 
both  the  Constitutional  and  London  Correfponding  Societies. 
Mr.  Broomhead  goes  on  to  fay,  that  the  fociety  confiftcd  of 
about  600,  and  that  they  never  amounted  to  many  more,  cer- 
tainly not  to  2000.  They  had  been  reprefented  to  be  of  that 
number,  and  the  queftion  was  afked  for  what  purpofe  they  were 
diftributed  into  diftricts — he  faid,  they  were  not  regularly  dif- 
tributed  into  diftricts,  as  propofed;  that  there  were  diftrict  books 

fjiven  by  Gales  j  that  their  chief  bufinefs  was  principally  to  col- 
ect  a  penny  a  piece  to  make  a  fund  ;  that  the  lecture  was  read 
by  one  Montgomery,  a  gentleman  from  Halifax ;  and  that  the 
pamphlets  were  fold,  but  had  not  a  very  extenfive  fale.  The 
witnefs  himfelf  compofed  the  prayer  ufed  on  the  occafion :  he 
%s,  the  copy  was  given  to  the  printer,  and  it  was  fettled  by 
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fome  of  the  private  members,  that  it  mould  be  fo  printed.  He 
next  fpoke  of  the  proceedings  at  Sheffield,  in  the  open  air,  upon 
the  7th  of  April,  1794,  which  areatfo  in  print,  and  found  upon 
the  prifoner  Hardy,  which  I  think  fhould  be  read  to  you. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 

See  Vol.  I.  p.  364^  and  following,  of  this  work. 

Gentlemen,  before  the  refolutions  are  read,  it  will  be  necef- 
fary  to  obferve,  that  out  of  this  paper,  as  to  the  general  libellous 
turn  of  it,  nothing  very  material  to  the  prefent  queftion  arifes; 
but  that  there  is  one  paflage  in  the  petition,  which  may  be  fit 
for  your  confideration — that  is,  where  he  talks  of  an  impending 
ftorm.  Take  that,  with  the  date  of  the  7th  of  April,  1794;  »t 
may  be  hereafter  a  matter  for  your  confideration.*— (Toe  Clerk 
of  the  Court  continues  to  read  the  above  refolutions  and  addrefs 
to  the  Britijh  nation.) 

Gentlemen,  I  thought  it  neceflary  that  the  whole  of  this 
paper  mould  be  read  to  you,  becaufe  it  is  a  paper  which  is  very 
much  relied  on  in  the  cafe,  on  which  different  conftrudions  have 
been  put  upon  it  by  the  Counfel  in  fupport  of  the  profecution, 
and  the  Counfel  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner.  The  importance 
of  it  is  not  derived  fo  much  from  its  general  extravagance,  as  it 
Is  from  the  particular  circumftance  that  it  purports  torefolve; 
that  the  body  that  were  then  aflembled  at  Sheffield  would  peti- 
tion Parliament  no  more,  and  would  try  fome  other  courfe. 
What  was  meant  by  petitioning  Parliament  no  more,  and  what 
was  meant  by  trying  fome  other  courfe,  will  be  a  fubjeS  for 
your  deliberation,  when  you  take  this  paper  into  the  chain  of 
evidence,  with  all  the  circumftances  accompanying  it,  preceding 
it,  and  following  it;  keeping  in  your  minds,  that  this  was  a 
paper  publiflied  among  a  numerous  body  of  people  aflembled  at 
Sheffield,  juft  aboutlthe  time  that  a  propofitidn  for  a  Convention 
of  the  people  was  under  confideration  in  the  Committee  of  Cor- 
fefpondence  and  Co-operation  of  the  two  focieties,  the  Confh- 
tutiond  Society  and  the  Correfponding  Society  in  London;  and 
.that  this  paper  was  found  in  the  pofl'effion  of  Hardy,  the  prifoner 
at  the  bar,  fecretary  to  one  of  thefe  focieties.  I  make  no  other 
obfervation  at  prefent  on  the  paper,  except  recommending  it  to 
you  to  keep  the  general  import  of  it  in  your  minds,  that  you 
may  underftand  the  application  of  it,  when  it  comes  to  be  made 
hereafter  on  both  fides. 

Gentlemen,  the  examination  of  Broomhead  was  interrupted 
by  the  reading  of  this  paper :  he  was  now  crofs*examined,  and 
he  faid,  there  was  a  hand-bill  to  call  upon  the  people  to  arm 
,  againft  foreign  and  domeftic  enemies ;  that  the  adverfe  party  to 
him  and  his  friends  at  Sheffield  had  given  out  that  they  fhould 
be  able  to  do  nothing  with  their  party,  until  they  could  caulfc  a 
jiot    He  (aid,  he  underftood  that  from  this  it  was  that  arms 
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came  to  be  talked  of;  that  it  was  to  oppofe  Illegal  force,  fucli 
illegal  force  asTiad  been  pra&ifed  at  Manchefter  and  Birming- 
ham, that  was  againft  the  law  of  the  laijji     He  fays,  that  Gales 
had  this  hand-bill  in  his  hand  at  the  time  they  were  talking  of 
arms  :  he  was  afked,  if  they  had  any  intention  to  attack  the  go^ 
vernment — he  faid,  it  was  as  much  his  intention  to  do  that  as  to 
fly  to  the 'moon.     He  fays,  his  objeA  was  to  (new  thtf  ground  of 
their  fufferings,  when  a  perfon  worked  twelve  hours  a  day,  and 
could  not  get  a  living.     He  fays,  they  correfponded  with  the 
Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  as  well  as  the  ConftitO- 
tional  Society;  he  fays,  he  would  not  have  joined  therti  if  ht 
thought  they  intended  to  attack  the  King  or  the  Lords ;  he  does 
not  think  there  was  fuch  a  wicked  man  amongft  them :  he  feys^ 
the  idea  was,  that  the  King,  Lords,  and  Commons  might,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  nation,  make  a  reform ;  that  the  obje& 
was,  to  attain  this  peaceably;  that  there  was  no  Intention,  to  his 
knowledge,  to  ufe  any  force.     Then  he  added,   what  perforis 
tnight  do,  if  a  Convention  was  called,  and  wicked  people  got 
in  among  them,  he  could  not  anfwer  for ;  but  he  fays,  rhat  hfc 
Would  not  have  fent  a  man  there,  if  he  nad  not  fuppofed  they 
would  have  a#ed  peaceably.     He  was  afked  as  to  one  Afhton 
(who  had  been  a  fecretary)  writing  a  letter  to  the  Society  for 
Conftitutional  Information,  difclaiming  all  connexion  with  the 
Friends  of  the  People,  as  not  fit  for  their  purpofe.     He  fays, . 
that  they  might  have  fent  to  the  Conftitutional  Society  to  fay 
that  they  would  not  have  any  thing  more  to  do  with  the  flflfencfe 
of  the  People,  and  that  it  might  be  difcufled,  in  fome  of  therV 
meetings  of  the  fociety,  the  propriety  of  having  nothing  further 
to  do  with  them,  becaufe  they  were  not  fit  for  their  purpofe. 

You  find  there  was  a  letter  written  by  this  fociety,  after  they 
had  correfponded  with  the  Friends  of  the  People,  to  the  Society 
for  Conftitutional  Information,  in  which  they  fay  that  they  will 
not  have  any  thing  more  to  do  with  the  Society  of  the  Friends 
of  the  People,  not  thinking  them  fit  for  their  purpofe.  He  fays, 
he  does  not  know  any  refutations  being  come  to,  to  write  that 
letter ;  he  fays,  it  muft  have  been  determined  after  he  was  gone; 
*  he  fays,  a  great  number  of  people  did  not  believe  that  th$  So- 
ciety of  the  Friends  of  the  People  were  honeft — that  they  had 
promised  to  ufe  all  conftitutional  means,  and  that  they  were  not 
fatisfied  with  it.  He  fays,  this  might  be  about  the  25th  of  May, 
when  a  hand-bill  had  been  publifhed ;  he  fays,  that  with  regard' 
to  this  hand-bill,  they  publifhed  a  counter-advertifement,  and 
they  took  the  fame  words  in  the  counter-advertifement,  and  had 
it  inferted  by  Gales  in  his  paper — that  it  was  time  to  arm  againft  ■ 

foreign  invaders  arid  domeftic  foes*. 

He  is  afked  if,  before  they  took  to  arms,  they  applied  to  any 

magiftrate;  be   fays,  no—Gale*    and  York*   propofed  thele 
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papers.  He  fays,  the  fociety  winked  at  their  doing  it,  as  they 
were  more  violent  than  they  fhould  have  been;  but  the  fociety 
haying  a  good  opinion  of  them,  they  winked  at  it.  He  fays, 
that  the  refolu.tion  refpe&ing  the  landing  of  Heflian  troops  in 
this  country  was  paffed  long  before  this  hand-bill.  He  fays,  he 
does  not  know  that  their  fociety  communicated  any  plans  of 
arming,  or  models  of  the  weapons,  or  that  Davifon  fent  a  letter 
for  that  purpofe  to  London,  till  he  was  examined  before  the 
Privy  Council.  He  fays,  he  cannot  poflibly  anfwer  for  eveij 
body  that  was  in  the  fociety — there  may  be  wicked  men  in 
every  fociety;  and  as  to  what  Davifon  uid,  he  fent  that  letter 
without  his  knowledge*  * 

There  was  then  read  votes  of  thanks  of  the  20th  and  21ft  of 
March,  from  the  Conftitutional  and  London  Correfponding  So- 
cieties, for  their,  manner  of  obferving  the  fad,  and  for  the  lec- 
ture on  the  faft  day.  The  witnefs  fays,  the  lefture  was  fent  to 
London*         1 

The  next  witnefs  is  Henry  Alexander.  He  fays,  he  was  a 
member  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  diviflon  29, 
meeting;  at  Robins's  Coffee  Houfe,  Shire  Lane >  that  he  knew 
Mr.  Yojrke — that  he  remembers  his  being  there  the  latter  end  of 
1793— -that  there,  were  60  or  a  100  people  affemblcd.  He  fays, 
that  Yorke  took  his  leave  of  the  fociety  by  a  fpeech,  and  that 
he  talked  of  going  to  fome  place,  which  he  called  Belgium — 
he  widerftood,  that  he  was  to  head  the  Fsench  army,  and  that 
thejAvould  be  ripe  for  a  revolution  by  Chriftmas,  and  he  hoped 
that  ne  fhould  come  to  London  at  the  head  of  them. 

Now,  to  be  Aire,  it  could  not  have  paffed  exa&ly  in  that 
way.  What  was  really  faid,  or  how  this  man  'muft  have  mif- 
underftood,  I  cannot  very  well  guefs,  becaufe  it  could  not  pafs 
as  he  has  defcribed  it.  Whether  he  meant,  that  in  -  that  part  of 
the  world  where  he  was  going,  they  would  be  ripe  for  a  revolu- 
tion, or  when  he  came  back  that  they  would  be  ripe  for  a  revo- 
lutions home,  I  think,  does  not  appear,  by  this  man's  evidence, 
in  the  way  that  you  may  depend  upon ;  but  he  added,  that  he 
was  a  member  of  the  National  Convention,  but  that  he  fhould 
come  back,  to  them  in  London  at  Chriftmas,  and  hoped,  and 
believed,  he  fhould  fee  that  fociety  all  ready  to  join  the  French ; 
and  that  Mr.  Pitt,  and  the  other  Minifters,  and  th§  King's  head, 
would' be  upon  Temple  Bar—that  the  King  and  Queen  of 
France  had  not  their  deferts— -that  the  Sans  Culottes  were  a  fet 
of  brave  fellows,  and  that  there  would  be  no  good  done  without 
fome  bloodfhed.  He  fays,  at  this  meeting,  one  night  before  the 
converfation  paffed,  there  was  a  man  at  the  meeting,  who  came 
from  Sheffield,  who  (aid,  there  were  pikes  made  at  Sheffield  for 
6d.  a  piece;  and  another  faid,  it  would  be  only  living  upon  bread 
and  cheefe  for  one  day.    He  faid,  he  discovered  what  he  knew 
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to  Mr.  Secretary  Dundas  and  the  Lord  Mayor.  He  fays,  he 
was  afked  by  Mr,  Smith  to  go  therje,  and  that  he  attended  feven 
times. . 

This  is  the  whole  of  his  evidence,  or  at  leaft  the  fubftance  of 
if.  He  gives  an  account  of  an  extravagant  converfetiwi  fup- 
pofed  to  be  held  by  this  Yorke,  at  the  meeting.  What  you  will 
make  of  it,  it  is  for  you  to  Cbnftder. 

On  his  crofs-examination  he  fays,  he  is  a  linen-draper,  and 
that  he  had  lived  with  Mr.  Faulding,  of  Holborn  Bridge ;  that 
towards  the  latter  end  of  May,  17931  a  friend  afked  him  to  go 
to  one  of  his  divifionfr — not  Whitehorne.  He  faid,  he  went— 
that  nothing  happened  to  offend  him  that  night.  Whitehorne 
belonged  to  a  fociety  in  Holborn — that  he  became  a  member 
that  night.  He  fays,  he  never  wifhed  for  reform  in  Parliament, 
and  he  faid,  he  had  a  paper  read  to  him,  which,  when  he  read 
it  afterwards,  he  did  not  approve  of,  and  he  mewed  it  to  two  or 
three  of  his  friends.  He  fays,  that  he  had  not  the  firft  time  been 
defired  to  go,  but  that  he  had  attended  them  twice  after  he  had 
been  to  Mr.  Dundas.  They  were  all  unanimous. in  their  appro* 
bation  of  Mr.  Yorke,  and  always  (hook  hands  with  him  when 
they  left  him.  He  fays,  that  he  was  not  now  in  any  employ, 
nor  had  been  fince  May ;  he  lived  five  months  as  fhopman  to 
Mr.  Killaby,  in  Moornelds;  he  had  been  before  that  at  Mr. 
Faulding's,  Holborn  Bridge,  almoft  two  years.  Since  that  he 
made  an  agreement  to  live  with  Mr.  Marley,  for  25!^  a  year. 
He  fays,  he  left  him  on  Friday  laft,  telling  him  he  was  going 
out  of  town ;  and  his  reafon  for  doing  that  was,  he  undemood 
he  was  going  down  to  Sheffield  about  Mr.  Yorke.  He  was  afked 
what  paft  on  the  other  nights — he  fays,  he  faw  Yorke  in  all 
three  times :  he  heard  Yorke  fay,  that  he  had  been  to  Newgate 
to  fee  Froftj  that  he  never  heard  Yorke  mention  any  thing- 
about  pikes;  he  fays,  he  does  not  think  Yorke  was  at  the 
meeting  the  night  the  pikes  were  talked  of.  If  much  depended 
upon  the  credit  of  this  witrfcfs,  there  are  certainly  fome  obser- 
vations, th^t  go  to  his  difcredit,  that  grow  out  of  his  crofs-exa- 
mination, though  they  are  not  contradi&ed  by  the  fad;  and 
therefore  it  is  impoffibie  to  fay  that  it  ought  to  be  rejected  j  but 
you  will  take  it,  allowing  for  the  fort  of  evidence  that  he  has 
given,  which  is  not  very  intelligible  in  any  part  of  it.  It  does 
teem,  upon  the  whole,  that  his  evidence  is  not  entitled  to  much 
credit,  and,  indeed,  nothing  material  depends  upon  it  All  that 
can  be  gathered  from  it  is,  that  he  was  prefent  at  a  meeting 
with  Yorke,  who  was  then  going  fomewhere  abroad,  and  that 
he  then  talked  extravagantly  of  coming  to  London  to  head  a 
revolution  fomewhere  about  Chriftmas,  and  hoped  the  fociety 
would  join  him  when  he  came.  What  is  to  be  the  efr~c£t  of  his 
evidence  upon  the  whole  of  the  cafe,  you  will  judge. 
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The  next  witncfe  is  Thomas  Whitehorn.  He  {ays,  he  if 
fhopman  to  a  bbokfeller,  and  that  he  became  a  member  of  th* 
London  Correfponding  Society  the  fame  evening  with  the  laft 
witness.  He  fays,  he  few  Mr.  Yorke  there  only  once  j  that  he 
feemed  fo  be  very  well  known ,  that  he  made  a  long  fpeech,  and 
fppke  very  loud,  but  he  does  not  recoiled  any  part  of  it  He 
fays,  he  did  underftand  fomething  of  his  going  abroad.  He  lays, 
lie  lived  at  Mr.  Owen's,  in  Fleet  Street,  when  he  became  a 
member  of  the  fociety;  that  he  went  from  there  to  Mr.  Bagfter's, 
in  the  Strand  $  that  he  could  not  attend  the  fociety,  having 
Changed  his  fituation,  after  this.  He  does  not  confirm  the  lait 
witnefs  as  to  any  thing  Mr.  Yorke  faid,  but  he  does  confirm 
him  as  to  the  fact,  that  he  was  prefent  when  Mr.  Yorke  was 
prefent  j  and  he  does  confirm  him  as  to  the  fa&  that  he  made  a 
jpeech.  * 

The  next  witnefs  is  George  Widdifon,  who  is  a  hair-drefler 
and  turner  at  Sheffield.  He  was  a  member  of  the  Conftitutional 
Society  for  two  years.  He  faw  Mr.  Yorke  there  a  twelvemonth 
ago— he  faw  him  at  the  Caftle  Hill  in  April — he  went  to  dre6 
his  ba ir ;  that  he  met  Yorke  at  two  different  meetings,  and  that 
he  heard  people  talking  there  about  arming  with  pikes ;  that  he 
made  about  a  dozen  and  a  half  of  pike-handles,  and  Mr.  Wil- 
ipinibn  feifce4  them.  He  fays,  he  underftood  they  were  to  ijfe 
them,  and  a&  with  them  in  their  own  defence.  Mr.  Yorke  ufed 
to  lay  they  wanted  univerfal  fuffrage,  and  they  were  ail  for  that. 
He  (aid  they  did  not  much  difpute  about  the  mode.  He  fays, 
that  fame  weeks  before  Yorke  left  Sheffield,  he  difagreed  with 
Jtilr.  Yorke  in  refpeit  of  univerfal  fuffrage ;  he  told  him  he 
thought  this  plan  would  not  do,  they  carried  it  too  far  i  upon 
which  Mr.  Yorke  faid,  "  I  have  ftudied  it,  and  nothing  elfe  will 
do :"  and  there  was.no  more  converfation  on  the  fubjeft,  nor  did 
he  fee  him  much  after.  He  fays,  he  expedited  to  be  paid  for  the 
pike-handles  by  the  people  who  took  them. 

On  his  crpfs-examination  he  fays,  fee  was  friendly  to  the  King ; 
that  the  firft  idea  they  had  of  univerfal  fuffrage  was  taken  from 
the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan,  Which  was  read  in  the  fociety  and 
generally  approved  of.  He  never  underftood  that  it  was  meant 
to  d6  any  thing  by  force  i  he  {aid,  he  did  not  think  the  people's 
minds  were  prepared  for  it:  by  which  I  underftood  he  meant,  to 
he  prepared  for  the  plan ;  that  he  thought  at  firft  it  might  be 
done  without  tumult  or  confufion,  but  he  changed  his  mind,, 
lie  fays,  that  he  was  with  the  fociety  at  the  time  of  the  Scotch 
Convention  i  he  fhould  have  voted  for  fending  a  delegate  to  the 
Convention  in  Scotland,  but  he  happened  not  to  come  in  time. 
He  underftood  the  Convention  would  petition,  and  addrefs  the 
nation';  he  faid,  the  petition  would  come  with  more  force,  but 
he  did  not  underftand  that  the  objeft  of  the  Convention  was  to 
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aSusie  die  fan &ions  of  Parliament — that  he  would'nbt  have  been 
a  party  to  the  plan,  if  he  had  fo  uhderftood  it  •,  he  confidered  that 
himielf  and  the  fociety  were  attached  to  the  King,  and  was  of 
opinion  that  the  King's  prefervation  and  the  peopled  liberty  were 
inseparable  j  that  there  was  nothing;  faid  of  arms  to  attack  the 
King's  government  He  does  not  know  that  he  ever  heard  arms 
mentioned  in  the  fociety.  He  fays,  that  he  made  a  pike  for  him- 
felf,  which  he  thought  neceffary ;  there  was  not  a  good  under- 
ftanding  between  the  two  parties  in  the  town,  and  that  he  had 
often  been  threatened  in  different  companies  that  he  had  been  in, 
by  the  ariftocrats,  that  if  any  invafion  fhould  take  place  in  this 
country,  they  would  deftroy  them :  to  which  the  witnefs  replied, 
that' he  hoped  there  was  not  any  fuch  idea—that  if  there  was,  they 
fhould  be  under  the  neceffity  of  arming  themfelves  in  their  own 
defence.  He  (ays,  the  Houfe  of  Lords  was  hardly  ever  made  a 
part  of  conversation;  he  faid,  that  the  only  thing  he  faw  about 
it  was  in  a  book  of  Major  Cartwright's.  That  Mr.  Yorke  was. 
3  man,  who  was  apt  to  get' warm  in  converfation.  He  was 
^flced,  upon  hearing  Yorke's  fpeech,  if  .he  thought  he  was  well* 
^ffe&ed  fo  the  King — -he  fays,  he  had  heard  his  fpeech,  and  ho 
had  no  reafon  (o  believe  he  was  not.  With  regard  to  Davifon's 
letter,  he  knew  nothing  of  it  till  the  hand-bill  was  publifhed 
in  the  public  papers ;  and  he  admits  that  he  was  one  of  the 
members  that  gave  thanks  to  Mr.  Paine. 

Gentlemen,  this  was  the  firft  witnefs  who  fpake  of  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  plan  of  reform,  one  of  the  members  who  fpeaks 
of  this  plan  of  reform ;  and,  to  be  Aire,  this  ought  to  afford  an 
important  leflbn  to  f  erfons  of  high  rank  and  (ituation  in  the  com* 
munity,  in  what  they  may  debate  and  promulgate  on  the  ftate  of 
the  country—how  they  commit  them  to  the  prefc  in  the  way  in 
which  this  was  committed  j  the  conferences  of  which  are,  that 
it  is  in  the  power  of  any  man  to  difperfe  them  to  an  unlimited 
extent,  by  which  means  they  find  their  way  into  the  hands  of 
men  who  are  unequal  to  reason  on  fuch  topics,  and  hazard  thofe 
mifchjefs  which  may  be  produced  by  them' when  they  haw , 
found  their  way  into  the  hands  of  the  lower  orders  of  people  ; 
by  fuch  means  they  become  *an  infinite  fource  of  evils  to  the 
community,  It  is  a  leiTon  which  men  of  r^nk  and  property 
ought  never  to  forget. 

The  no7(t  witnefs  is  Henry  Hill.  He  (ays,  he  was  a  member 
of  the  fociety  at  Sheffield  ixtij^2.  He  favs,  there  was  a  meeting 
at  the  Caftle  HU1  in  April,  1794.'  that  Davifon  that  w**  fpoken 
of  worked  for  Gale  j  that  he  applied!  to  him  to  make  pikes :  he 
made  a  pattern  for  him,  and  it  was  approved  of;  he  had  the  iron 
op  Davifon's  credit,  and  Dayifon  was  to  pay  him  for  the  re-, 
mainder.  He  feys,  Davifon  defured  him  to  go  to  Mr.  Yorke, 
and  fliew  him  fome  blades,  and  he  would  not  talk  about  thefe 
pike*    He  foyh  he  law  we  after  it  was  ftiuihed,  but  he  did  not 

convert* 
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converfc  much  about  it;  he  was  only  playing  with  the  child; 
that  he  hadjuft  read  an  account  of  Mr.  Walker's  trial  at 
Manchester,  which  gave  him  fo  much  pleafure,  that  he  could 
not  attend  to  any  thing  elfe.  He  fays,  he  made  130  for  Davi- 
foh ;  he  was  to  nave  2d.  a  piece  for  making  them,  exclusive  of 
the  iron.  Davifon  faid,  he  did  not  know  but  there  might  be  the 
feme  demand  for  them  in  London  as  there  was  in  Sheffield — if 
they  were  attacked  by  any  unlawful  fet  of  men,  they  might 
defend  themfelves. 

.  On  his  crofs-examination,  he  fays,  he  never  would  have  been 
a  member,  if  he  thought  there  was  any  intention  of  depofing  the 
King  from  hfs  throne,  or  to  abolifh  the  Houfe  of  Lords. 
He  fays,  the  members  of  the  fociety  appeared  to  be  friendly  to 
the  King.  He  fays,  they  followed  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
plan;  pikes  were  prepared  on  account  of  the  oppofite  party 
tiling  fuch  threats ;  that  they  ufed  to  come  and  call  the  place 
where  they  met  Jacobin  Hall,  and  themfelves  Jacobins  and 
Levellers ;  and  I  think  he  mentions,  that  one  night  they  fired 
under  the  doors.  He  fays,  they  had  no  view  to  attack  the  ma- 
giftracy  of  the  country;  he  alfo  admitted,  that  they  made  110 
application  to  a  magiftrate.  He  fays,  he  knows  nothing  at  all 
of  the  vote  of  thanks  being  moved  for  to  Mr.  Paine. 

Robert  Moody,  a  joiner  at  Sheffield,  is  the  next  witnefs.  He 
lays,  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  Conftitutional  Society  at  that 
place  two  years ;  that  he  afted  as  chairman;  that  there  were  not 
fewer  than  10,000  upon  the  Caftle  Hill;  that  the  populace  drew 
Mr.  Yorke  home ;  that  Carnage  read  the  refolutions,  and  Broom- 
head  aded  as  fecretary:  fo  that  you  will  *ecolle&  there  were 
four  of,  thefe  people  a&ed  as  a  committee,  in  a  fociety  of  600; 
qskd  according  to  this  account,  the  reft  were' the  mere  populace: 
here  is  a  vote,  of  10,000  people  obtained  in  this  manner,  few  of 
them  bearing  what  pafled ;  and  with  this  remarkable  circumftance, 
that  the  motion  for  petitioning  Parliament  was  concerted  to  be 
rejected  in  the  junto  of  the  meeting,  before  they  came  there, 
which  gives  us  an  excellent  idea  what  a  debate  there  was  on  it, 
in  fuch  an  afTembly  as  that  muft  be. 

The  witnefs  fays,  that  Carnage  had  about  four  or  fire  blades 

for  pikes,  and  befpoke  three  or  four  dozen  of  handles ;  that  he 

did  not  enquire  what  they  were  for,  nor  did  he  know  who  they 

were  for ;  Carriage  (aid  he  had  chaps  to  take  them  off:   that  he 

heard  a  report  that  they  would  be  difperfed,  and  very  likely  they 

mi<*ht  get  an  authority  from  a  Juftice  of  the  Peace  for  it;  a 

little  might  do  it;  and  they  got  thefe  arms  to  defend  themfelves 

to  proteS  themfelves  if  attacked  by  an  illegal  authority;  that 

there  were  dragoons  in  the  neighbourhood;  that  he  faw  the  model 

of  a  night-cat  in  his  (hop;  he  afked  the  ufe  of  it;  Carnage  (aid 

it  was  an  inftrument  to  throw  in  the  ftreets  to  prevent  horfes  from 

travelling,  and  he  thought  from  the  appearance  of  it,  it  might 

have 
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have  had  that  effe&;  he  faid  he  did  not  recoiled  that  thejnan  faid 
any  thing  of  any  town  in  the  courfe  of  the  converfation,  where 
it  had  been  ufed ;  he  never  heard  that  any  cats  were  in  fafl  made, 
but  that  (his  lay  in  the  open  {hop :  he  faid  he  faw  a  few  p.  es 
brought  into  Carnage's  by  another  man:  that  Davifon  alked  him 
to  let  him  leave  a  letter  dire&ed  to  his  houfe  for  Davifon. 

On  his  crofs-examination  he  faid  that  he  had  been  a  year  a 
member ;  that  he  was  not  a  member  at  the  time  the  delegates 
were  fent  to  Scotland ;  he  never  knew  of  any  order  to  make  any 
cats  from  that  model ;  he  faid  he  never  heard  any  thing  faid  againft 
the  King ;  he  himfelf  loved  the  King ;  he  believed  him  to  be  a 
good  man,  and  that  it  would  be  a  crime  to  do  any  thing  agaiiiir. 
a  good  man.  That  is  a  very  good  idea,  as  far  as  it  goes,  but 
not  of  loyalty  to  the  King,  as  the  occafion  feemed  to  call  fort 
He  fays  there  was  no  talk  about  pikes,  till  after  the  threats  had 
been  made  ufe  of.  He  fays,  there  were  two  dozen  and  nine  or 
ten  made,  and  a  few  more,  which  Widdifon  had,  and  that  is  all 
he  knows  of;  he  faid  thefe  were  made  two  or  three  weeks  before 
the  volunteer  companies  were  raifed  at  Sheffield ;  and  he  fays 
their  apprehenfion  was,  that  thefe  people  might  take  upon  them- 
felves  to  difperfe  the  meeting  without  any  magiftrate  being  pre* 
fent,  or  without  any  legal  authority. 

The  next  witnefs  is  John  Edwards,  a  filverfmith,  a  young; 

man,  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society;  he  faid 

he  knew  the  prifoner  was  fecretary  to  that  fociety;  he  fays,  he 

received  from  him  a  direction  to  a  man  in  Sheffield  in  the  month 

of  April  1794;  that  he  went  to  Mr.  Hardy,  to  delire  that  he 

would  inclofe  a  few  lines  to  a  perfon  in  Sheffield,  to  inform  him 

of  fome  perfon  who  could  forge  blades  for  pikes ;  that  Mr.  Hardy 

read  part  of  a  letter  to  him,  and  gave  him  a  dire&ion  to  a  perfon; 

that  the  plan  was  to  forge  pike-blades  there  for  the  people  at 

Sheffield.     The  witnefs  fays,  "I  fpoke  to  two  or  three  members 

of  the  London  Correfponding  Society;  I  undcrftood  feveral  of 

them  wiflied  to  furntfh  themfelves  with  pikes."  He  fays,  a  meeting 

was  to  have  ta*ken  place  upon  the  Friday  before  the  prifoner  was 

taken  up,  at  Green  Arbour  Court,  Old  Bailey,  where  every  one 

was  to  lay  down  his  money,  each  to  pay  a  {hilling,  and  then  the 

pikes  were' to  be  fent  up  from  Sheffield.     He  belonged  to  the 

29th  divifion,  then  afterwards  he  fays  he  was  at  divifion  No.  22* 

He  fays,  he  mentioned  the  circumilance  of  the  pikes  to  G oiling, 

Baxter,  S pence,  and  Hillier.     He  was  afked  if  he  heard  from 

any  of  the  members  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  that 

there  was  fome  place  in  the  Borough  where  they  met ;  he  fays, 

he  undcrftood  from  fome  of  the  members  that  there  was  a  place 

in  the  Borough  where  they  learnt  the  ufe  of  the  mufquet.     He 

fays,  that  Godwin  told  him  of  the  place,  who  was  a  member  of 

the  Correfponding  Society.     He  heard  that  Franklow  was  alfoa 

member  of  the  Correfponding  Society.    He  lays,  at  his  divifion 

he 


he  heard  fomething  of  arc  affbciation  formed  by  Franklow,  which 
was  ftyled  the  'Lambeth  Loyal  Affociation ;  he  fays,  that  the 
number  was  to  have  been  60 ;  he  faw  Franklow  in  a  blue  coat, 
wVte  waiftcoat  and  breeches,  at  the  dinner  at  the  Globe  Tavern, 
on  the  20th  of  January,  1794-     He  fays,  the  divifion  No.  22 
met  at  the  Three  Tuns  in  the  evening*  about  fixteen  of  them ; 
that  he  was  one,  and  this  was  before  the  anniversary  dinner ; 
that  one  evening  he  propofed  to  form  an  affociation  like  the  Lam- 
beth Loyal  Aflociation,  but  that  no  perfon  agreed  to  it.    He  lays, 
that  there  was  a  Secret  Committee  for  the  management  of  the 
affairs  of  this  fociety,  but  they  had  been  diffolved.     He  fays,  it 
was  fufpe&ed  that  fbme  perfon  had  given  information  Who  it  was 
that  had  been  chofen  of  this  Committee,  and  that  Lynam  was 
the  perfon  who  Was  fufpefted ;  and  that  Committee  which  was 
diffolved  had  power  to  eleft  a  new  one ;  he  fays,   that  John 
Martin,    Baxter,   Thelwall,   Moore,    and  Hodfon  or  Lovett, 
were  of  the  Secret  Committee ;  that  they  received  letters,  that 
all  was  left  to  them,  and  kept  a  fecret  to  the  fociety,  that  fome- 
times  they  read  letters  to  the  divifions.     He  (ays,  he  was  fane 
tiine  a  delegate,  he  attended  the  Committee  of  Delegates  twice; 
the  delegates  returned' alL  the  new  members,  that  they  met  at 
Compton  Street,  and  were  transferred  afterwards   to  Beaufort 
Buildings.     The  London  Correfponding  Society  deputed  fire 
perfons  to  attend  the  Conftitutional  Society,  who  appointed  fix 
perfons,  and  the  London  Correfponding  appointed  five  to  meet 
the  fix,  and  afterwards  they  met.     That  there  was  a  debate  at 
the  General  Committee  of  Delegate*,  concerning  the  witnefs's 
age  j  Thelwall  and  Baxter  fpoke  upon  it ;  that-  there  was  a  de- 
bate alfo  about  medals  which  were  to  be  prefented  to  the  Jury 
who  acquitted  Eaton.     He  fays,  he  was  prefent  it  Chalk  Farm, 
-that  they  were  to  have  met  in  Store  Street,  Tottenham  Court 
Road,  but  they  went  from  there  to  Chalk  Farm.     He  fays,  that 
a  Juftice  of  Peace,  Mr,  Addington,  had  fo/bid  the  meeting  in 
Store  Street.     He  lays,  there  were  upwards  of  2006  at  Chalk 
Farm — a  perfon  ilood  at  the  door  to  give  tickets.     He  fays,  he 
found  fome  members  of  the  LondQn  Correfponding  Society  there, 
particularly  he  remembers  Moore,  Hodfon,  Thelwall,  and  Rich- 
>   ter  being  there ;  he  does  not  remember  Hardy  being  there ;  he 
fays  he  himfclf  was  locked  into  the  Long-room  with  fome  ladies. 
He  fays,  he  knows  Robins's  CoffeeJioufe,  divifion  No.  29  was 
held  there — that  he  is  a  member  of  that  divifion — he 1  was  at 
that  divifion,  he  fays,  about  the  time  of  this  meeting.    He  fays, 
that  he  received  about  this  time  a  paper  from  Baxter,  which  he 
believes,  from  the  recolleaion  of  its  contents,  the  fame  With  oc 
paper  produced,  dated  ift  of  April,  1794* 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
«  For  the  benefit  of  John  Bull,   at  Federation  Theatre,  * 
Equality  Square/'    See  Vol.  I.  p.  443>  <*  &is  wrk'This 


This  paper  is  undoubtedly  a  mod  infamous  and  deteftable 
paper;  what  it  points  out  is  too  plain  to  be  miftaken;  and  how 
is  it  poffible  it  fliould  have  happened,  that  a  man  who  profefles  to 
have  an  obje&  in  view  which  he  thinks  laudable,  and  which  other 
people  may  agree  that  he  may  think  laudable,  fliould  difgrace 
hinifelf  by  having  any  thing  to  do  with  a  publication  fuch  as 
this?  It  is  hard  to  fay;  but,  however,  whether  it  fairly  connects 
itfelf  with  the  fubje&  of  the  prefent  indidment,  fo  as  to  be  fairly 
interwoven  with  the  confpiracy  with  which  the  prifoner  is 
charged,  is  a  matter  of  queftion  for  your  conftderation ;  as  to 
which,  you  will  weigh  it  fairly,  and  give  that  weight  on  the 
fide  on  which  it  turns,  and  give  it  no  more,  enormous  as  it  is, 
fcandalous,  and  deferving  of  every  punifliment  the  law  can  in- 
flift,  for  fo  grofs  a  breach  of  the  peace  of  the  country. 

The  witnefs  fays,  he  thinks  he  received  that  paper  in  Oc- 
tober or  November:  if  that  is  (o,  probably  what  he  received  was 
not  dated  the  J  ft  of  April,  as  this  is,    out  dated  the  30th  of 
January.     That  date  agrees  with  the  fubje&,  and  is  not  un- 
likely to  be  the  firft  date  of  this,  paper ;  that  he  received  it  in 
O&ober  or  November  depends  upon  his  recolle&ion.     He  fays, 
that  from  Chalk  Farm  they  went  to  Compton  Street,  where  his 
divifion  was  to  meet,  fupped,  and  ftaid  there  till  eleven  o'clock. 
Thelwall  was  there;'  that  there  was  a  meeting  on  the  2d  of 
May,  1794,  at  the  Crown  and  Anehor  Tavern,  and  at  which 
he  was  prefent,  having  a  ticket  given  him  by  Mr.  Joyce.    He 
fys>  the  addrefs  at  the  Globe  Tavern  was  read  before  dinner, 
and  diftributed  afterwards.     He  faid,  that  the  paper  he  fpoke  of, 
be  received  at  the  Three  Tuns,  Snow  Hill — that  was  after  the 
20th  of  January.     I  fuppofe  that  paper  was  the  addrefs  at  the 
Globe  Tavern,  according  to  his  former  evidence.     He  fays,  he 
has  been  at  Thelwall's  lectures ;  that  the  price  of  the  pikes  was 
to  be  one  {hilling  each  blade.     He  knows  Gofling  and  Hillier : 
Gofling  came  to  his  father's  houfe,  to  know  when  the  meeting 
^as  appointed  at  Green  Arbour  Court,  in  the  Old  Bailey :  he 
mentions  before  of  there  having  been  a  meeting  appointed  there 
to  lay  money  down  for  the  pikes,  but  that  meeting  was  poft- 
poned  till  the  following  Friday ;  in  the  mean  time,  Mr.  Hardy 
was  apprehended;  he  did  underftand  that  they  meant  to  have  at- 
tended the  meeting  on  the  Friday,  but  before  the  meeting,  they 
heard  that  Hardy  was  apprehended,  and  that  accounts  for  their 
JJ°t  attending.     He  fays,  fir  handles  were  recommended  for  the 
fhafts  of  the  pikes :  he  had  a  pike,  which  he  made  for  himfelf, 
but  the  {haft  is  only  produced  ;  he  fays,  he  deftroyed  the  blade, 
uP<>n  the  Wednefday  after  he  heard  of  Mr.  Hardy's  being  taken 
JJP  i  he  underitood  that  Hillier  had  a  pike,  but  not  of  the  con- . 
"rudtion  of  his ;  he  was  aflted  about  a  magic  la&thorn,  but  that 
turned  out  to  be  nothing  but  the  deftrudion  of  the  Baftile  upo* 
!ti  and  the  beheading  of  the  Governor  of  the  Baftilc. 
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Upon  his  crofs-examination  he  fays,  he  became  a  member  in 
July,  1793;  that  he  made  the  pike  in  March,  1794;  that  he 
heard  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  Yorlce  mention  that  they  had 
pikes  at  Sheffield ;  it  was  juft  about  the  time  the  Heffian  troops 
had  landed  without  the  confent  of  Parliament ;  that  he  did  not 
underftand  that  they  had  any  intentions  of  ufing  thefe  arms 
againft  the  government  of  the  country.     He  fays,  he  went  to 
Fiardy's  for  a  dire&ion  to  get  pikes  for  fome  who  might  want 
them,  and  as  he  fuppofed  would  want  them,  for  the  fame  reafon 
as  he  would;  that  they  would  not  ufe  them  againft  the  govern- 
ment, or  any  legal  power,  but  againft  illegal  attacks.     There 
was  a  great  deal  of  oppofition  had  been  {hewn  to  their  meetings; 
that  two  of  the  police  officers  had  come  into  their  meeting  at 
Rotherhithe,  and  faid,  they  wanted  men  for  his  Majefty's  fer- 
vice.    He  fays,  Hardy  was  always  very  quiet  in  the  divifions  ; 
he  made  no  motions.     He  fays,  Hardy  made  no  proportion  for 
arms  or  pikes ;  he  never  heard  him  make  ufe  of  an  improper 
expreffion ;  he  told  Hardv,  that  he  had  made  a  pike.     He  fays, 
that  Baxter  gave  that  bill  he  gave  him  to  two  or  three  perfons ; 
and -having -given  them  about,  he  faw  one,  and  he  got  one  after- 
wards from  him.     He  does  not  believe  that  Mr.  Hardy  had  feen 
it ;  that  the  one  he  gave  him  was  a  larger  one,  of  a  different 
edition.     He  underftood  that  Hardy  knew  who  was  the  perfon 
that  he  -was  to  fend  to  for  the  pikes ;  that  the  pikes  were  made 
at  the  time  the  Heffians  were  landed,  but  not  made  in  confe- 
quence; that  they  had  met  two  years  without  weapons  antece- 
dent to  &ie  landing  of  the  Heflian  troops ;  but  he  had  heard  that 
a  meeting  at  Bunhill  Row  was  interrupted  by  peace  officers. 

Now:the  material  faft  upon  this  young  man's  evidence  is, 
with  regard  to  Hardy,  that  it  fhews,  that  a  letter  had  been  re- 
ceived by  Hardy  from  Davifon,  and  that  Hardy  had  in  fome 
fort  a&ed  upon  it,  whether  he  propofed  it  publicly  or  not;  he 
knew  he  could  tell  him  where  the  pikes  were  to-be  got.  In 
confequence  of  that,  he  himfelf  made  an  application  to  Hardy, 
and  iii  confequence  of  that  application,  there  was  to  have  been 
a  meeting  at  Green  Arbour  Court,  in  the -Old  Bailey,  when  as 
many  as  chofe  the  pikes  were  to  depoiit  their  money,  and  to 
have  them,  which  certainly  conne&s  Hardy  with  that  tranfaction 
fo  far. 

The  ne^ct  witnefs  is  Samuel  Williams,  who  is  a  gun-engraver, 
and  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society.  He  knows 
Franklow ;  he  faw  him  at  his  houfe ;  he  is  alfo  a  member  of  the 
London  Correfponding  Society;  he  applied  to  him  to  make  fome 
arms  for  him;  he  faw  a  feaft  of  the  fociety  advertifed,  and 
tickets  to  be  had  of  Mr.  Hardy :  he  went  to  Mr.  Hardy  for  a 
ticket,  who  faid  it  was  not  ufual  to  give  tickets  to  thofe  who 
were  not  members,  and  he  gave  him  one  of  the  addreffes,  and 
faid  it  was  for  a  reform  in  Parliament;  he  gave  Hardy  an  order 

for 


for  a  pair  of  (hoes,  which  he  made.  He  fays*  he  told  Mr.  Hardy* 
he  was  in  the  way  for  felling  of  guns :  Hardy  defired  him,  the 
next  time  he  came,  to  bring  a  gun;,  he  brought  him  a  gun,, 
which  he  fold  for  him ;  he  then  gave  an  order  for  a  pair  of  boots, 
and  Mr.  Hardy  aflced  him  for  three  or  more  guns,  which  he 
fold  likewife ;  and  one  gun  was  in  the  houfe  at  the  time  Hardy 
was  taken  up,  which  was  not  paid  for.  He  knew  Spence's,  at 
Turnftile,  and  had  feen  Franklow  there,  and  that  he  was  at 
Spence's  to  inftru<St  them  in  the  manual  exercife;  that  there  were 
fix  or  fcven  there  that  exer cited ;  he  exercifed  in  a  room  up  one 
or  two  pair  ©f  ftairs,  from  eight  to  ten  in  the  evening ;  and  he 
thinks  the  curtains  of  the  room  were  down  ;  he  became  a-  mem- 
ber  by  Mr.  Hardy's  recommendation,  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks 
after  his  firft  feeing  Hardy ;  he  fays,  he  knew  the  Lambeth  Affo- 
ciation ;  they  were  called  the  Lambeth  Loyal  Affociation ;  he 
went  to  Franklow's,  to  China  Walk,  Lambeth;  Mr.  Hardy 
gave  him  a  card,  and  did,  Franklow  was  going  to  raife  an  affo- 
ciation ;  he  faid,  there  were  articles  of  this  Lambeth  Affociation 
printed  i  they  imported  to  be  the  Lambeth  Loyal  Affociation,. 
hut  he  knew  only  Franklow  to* be  of  Lambeth;  Franklow  di£- 
eiplined  fome  or  the  members  in  his  own  houfe ;  he  fupplied 
eleven  ftand  of  arms  by  Franklow's  order,  and  Franklow  paid 
for  them ;  thefe  were  over  and  above  what  he  fupplied  to  Hardy* 
He  fays,  he  was  to  procure  fixty  ftand  of  arms;  the  articles 
were„  produced  which  defcribed  on  what  terms  the  fociety  was 
inftituted  ;  the  articles  were  read;  they  ftate,  that  the  inhabitants 
of  Lambeth,  being  alarmed  with  apprehenfions  of  civil  commo- 
tions, thought  proper  to  arm.  He  fays,  that  part  of  the  affo- 
ciation met  at  Shelmerdine's,  fornewhere  in  the  Borough ;  that 
it  was  a  condition  of  the  affociation  that  they  were  to  be  of  in- 
habitants of  the  parifli  of  Lambeth;  it  was  propofed  to  divide 
into  ten  divisions.  He  fays,  that  there  were  converfations  about 
parliamentary  reform  with  Franklow ;  and  that  if  they  did  not 
get  a  reform  in  Parliament,  they  would  get  it  by  force  of  arms  5 
he  remembers  fome  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  at- 
tended this  Lambeth  Affociation.  You  obferve,  that  this  man 
fpeaks  of  guns  only:  with  refpeft  to  the  tranfa&ion  with  Hardy, 
what  is  applied  to  him,  I  think,  one  can  hardly  raife  much  im- 
putation upon  that  againft  Mr.  Hardy ;  it  feems  rather  to  have 
been  a  fair  tranfaction  in  the  way  of  their  refpe&ive  trades :  this 
man  began  by  "buying  fhoes ;  ne  told  him,  he  was  in  the  gun 
line ;  Mr.  Hardy  having  had  an  order  from  the  witneis,  in  con- 
fequence  he  gave  him  an  order,  and  then  another  order,  and  was 
diipofing  of  guns  for  him ;  which  he  might  do,  for  any  thing  I 
fee,  very  innocently ;  but  it  has  fomewhat  of  a  different  com- 
plexion, with  refpe&  to  Franklow's  affociation ;  for  when  Hardy 
gives  this  man  a  card  to  Franklow's  affociation,  and  from  whica 
it  appears  that  he  knew  the  nature  of  Franklow's  affociation; 

3X2.  and 


r  524  ] 

and  if  there  was  any  thing  to  be  objefted  to  in  that  aflbciatroit, 
there  is  fome  evidence  that  imputes  Hardy  with  it.  You  fee  the 
circumftances  of  the  cafe:  it  is  an  aflbciation  carried  on  in  a 
private  and  clandestine  manner ;  they  met  in  finall  parties,  ex- 
ercifing in  rooms  at  late  hours,  the  curtains  down,  and  circum- 
ftances of  concealment,  as  fhould  feem  very  different  from  the 
ordinary  cafe  of  aflbciation?,  people  being  rather  proud  of  their 
arms.  It  does  fhew  pretty  clearly,  upon  this  evidence,  that  the 
perfons  who  were  concerned  in  this  Lambeth  Loyal  Aflbciation, 
which  feems  to  be  a  mere  name,  and  not  warranted  by  the  cir- 
cumftances, in  fadl,  were  members  of  the  London  Correfponding 
Society,  and  as  far  as  their  numbers  went,  were  preparing  them- 
felves  with  arms,  and  were  procuring  themfelves  to  be  initruded 
in  the  ufe  of  arms.  How  far  Mr.  Hardy  is  to  be  implicated  in 
this,  as  a  thing  which  could  not  be  unknown  to  him,  you  will 
judge. 

Then  the  next  witnefs  is  Frederick  Polydore  Nodder.  He 
fays  he  was  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society ; 
that  he  faw  Williams  at  S pence's  when  the  men  were  exercifing ; 
that  fome  of  them  were  members  of  the  Correfponding  Society. 
This  is  all  that  he  fays,  which  only  goes  to  confirm  Williams  as 
to  having  feen  the  exercifing.  Williams  v^as  called  again,  and 
afked  as  to  fome  converfation ;  he  remembers  being  afked  in 
Hardy's  fhop  how  long  he  would  be  getting  a  1000  guns,  he 
faid,  it  was  not  in  his  way  to  get  fo  many. 

I  do  not  think  much  can  be  made  of  that;  the  man  was  a 
ftranger.  Hardy  did  not  appear  to  join  in  the  converfation ;  it 
feemed  to  end  in  nothing  >  and  I  do  not  think  you  can  conned 
it,  or  make  any  thing  clear  out  of  it ;  therefore,  I  do  not  mean 
Jto  ftate  it  as  a  circumftance  that  can  avail  any  thing,  or  that  you 
can  rely  upon. 

The  next  witnefs  is  George  Sanderfon. ,  He  fays,  he  went  to 
Shelmerdine's  in  the  Borough,  with  Williams  and  Nodder ;  that 
he  faw  feven  or  eight  ftand  of  arms,  belonging  to  the  armed  aflb- 
ciation. He  fays,  they  obje&ed  to  his  becoming  a  member,  be- 
caufe  he  was  not  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding  So- 
ciety, but  they  admitted  him  finally  upon  his  promife  to  become  a 
member.  He  fays,  he  underftood  they  were  to  obtain  a  reform 
in  Parliament  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet.  He  does  not  men- 
tion who  faid  that,  or  what  the  particular  expreflions  of  the  con- 
verfation were,  but  only  to  the  general  converfation  there  held. 
He  fays,  they  adjourned  fometimes  to  another  place  in  Worcefter 
Street,  where  there  was  a  private  committee,  who  had  fettled 
certain  places  where  they  were  to  aflemble.  He  fays,  that  one 
of  the  meetings  was  at  Spence's,  and  another  at  Wefhninfter  m 
Tothill  Street,  near  the  Bridewell.  He  fays,  he  attended  pretty 
conftantly  from  the  nth  of  April  to  the  lit  of  May,  fometimes 
at  Spence's,  and  fometimes  at  Wefhninfter ',  he  never  met  above 
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fix  at  a  time—one  of  them  was  one  Hall,  who  had  ferved  in  the 
French  army,  and  was  a  member  of  the  London  Correfponding 
Society.  He  fays,  Shelmerdine  frequently  changed  his  men, 
and  removed  from  there,  for  fear  feme  of  them  fhould  not  be 
ftaunch  to  the  caufe,  that  was  his  expreflion.  He  fays,  one  night 
in  Shire  Lane,  a  circumftance  was  mentioned  which  was  not  pro- 
ceeded upon,  and  therefore  does  not  feem  to  amount  to  much — 
that  Mr.  Pitt  was  to  go  home  at  twelve  o'clock  at  night  over  one 
ef  the  bridges,  he  did  not  recoiled  which ;  that  there  was  a  ge- 
neral clapping  on  the  table,  and  it  was  faid  it  was  not  proper 
to  make  any  comments  upon  it.  He  fays,  there  had  been  a  defedk 
of  the  Britifh  army,  which  they  in  this  fociety  confidered  as  good 
news :  one  of  them  faid,  he  had  the  pleafure  to  inform  the  fociety, 
that  one  of  the  King's  mefTengers  had  been  killed  in  the  coun- 
try :  another  faid,  it  it  had  been  his  fon  he  fhould  have  been 
glad.  That  there  were  frequent  intimations  to  take  care  of 
fpies — that  there  was  a  proportion  that  ten  fhould  meet  at  one 
houfe ;  that  is,  nine  of  them  at  the  houfe  of  one  or  other  of  them* 
They  talked  of  blowing  out  a  fpy's  brains.  He  was  aiked  if  he 
was  a  fpy,  he  faid  he  was.  He  faid,  the  talking  of  the  reform 
in  Parliament  was  general  at  this  armed  anociation: — that 
he  fhould  know  two  or  three  of  the  perfons  again  that  were 
there. 

Now  the  circumftance  mentioned  by  this  witnefs,  of  the  man* 
ner  in  which  thefe  people  were  fhifted  about,  under  the  dire&ioit 
of  the  Secret  Committee,  to  be  exercifed  in  fmall  numbers  in 
private  places,  and  Shelmerdine  frequently  changing  his  men, 
certainly  warrants  to  entertain  great  fufpicion,  that  this  fociety 
was  arming  for  no  good  purpofes,  and  that  this  is  therefore  a 
circumftance  which  does  make  a  fa&  of  the  cafe  which  is  now 
under  confideration ;  for  I  think,  if  his  evidence  be  true,  it  is 
impof&ble  to  fuppofe  this  was  a  regular  volunteer  fociety,  arm- 
ing themfelves  for  the  oftenfible  purpofes  which  they  held  out 
in  their  articles.  He  ftates  ftrong  language  ufed  by  thefe  peo- 
ple ;  you  will  judge  what  credit  is  due  to  his  evidence :  if  they 
did  ufe  fuch  language,  it  fhews  that  their  minds  at  leaft  mult 
have  been  in  a  ftate  of  great  irritation,  and  they  had  deftgns  in 
their  minds  not  fit  for  honeft  men  to  entertain,  and  might  create 
reafonable  apprehenftons  in  the  minds  of  all  thofe  who  knew  that 
fuch  defigns  were  conceived  by  fuch  men. 

Edward  Gofling,  who  is  a  member  alfo  of  the  London  Cor- 
refponding Society,  lays,  that  upon  the  15th  of  April,  1794, 
he  was  admitted  a  member.  He  went  to  find  out  feme- 
body  in  the  fociety — Mr.  Wickham,  a  magiftrate,  had  defired 
him  to  go,  and  told  him,  that  if  it  was  propofed  to  him  to  be  a* 
member,  he  fhould  accept  of  it  Mr.  Hillier  was  the  perfen 
who  firft  introduced  him — that  he  went  to  Mr.  Hillier,  who  fold 
pamphlets,  and  feeing  pamphlets  there,  thought  be  might  be  able 
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to  Ieam  where  this  man  was.  He  fays,  he  was  propofed,  but 
that  he  afterwards  attended  in  order  to  difcover  whether  they 
really  had  any  intention  to  arm.  He  fays,  that  in  the  dtvifton 
No.  1 1,  Northampton  Street,  Clerkenwefl,  there  were  about  30 
perfons.  He  fays,  there  was  a  converfation  about  Chalk  Farm ; 
a  meeting  had  been  held  the  day  before.  He  fays,  he  heard 
fome  perfons  talking  that  there  was  to  be  a  Convention,  and  it 
was  faid  to  be  neceflary  to  arm  for  the  purpofe  of  defending  that 
Convention,  as  they  had  done  in  France. 

If  this  was  a  fa&  well  eftablifhed,  it  would  be  a  very  ftrong 
fait  indeed  in  the  caufe,  becaufe.we  once  fuppofed  the  Conven- 
tion was  to  meet  peaceable  and  orderly,  without  arms,  and  that 
there  were  to  be  others  to  defend  them  with  arms,  which  would 
give  that  Convention  a  complexion,  to  be  fure,  of  a  very  dan- 
gerous tendency  indeed,  and  go  a  great  way  towards  every  thing 
that  has  been  faid  of  it.  But  you  will  remember,  this  very  ftrong 
fa&  is  ftated  by  a  man  of  Gofling's  defcription,  the  weight  of 
which  you  will  always  bear  in  your  mind. 

He  fays,  the  Convention  was  to  be  called  in  about  fix  weeks, 
and  they  talked  of  repelling  force  by  force,  if  Mr.  Dundas  fhould 
bring  his  Scotch  laws  into  England.  He  fays,  he  thinks  iqo,ooo 
or  200,000  copies  of  the  Chalk  Farm  proceedings,  he  does  not 
know  which,  were  to  be  printed.  He  fays,  he  was  at  No.  16 
and  25,  and  Dr.  Hodfon  was  propofed  for  relief,  and  he  and  Bil- 
,  Ker  went  to  fee  Dr.  Hodfon  while  in  Newgate,  and  they  found 
Lloyd  there.  Rouffelle  and  a  Captain  Williams,  an  American, 
irere  there  with  Hodfon.  There  was  a  conversation  with  Dr. 
Hodfon,  refpeftinff  the  new  eonftitution  of  the  fociety.  He  in- 
formed the  witnefs,  that  by  the  new  eonftitution,  the  fociety  was 
to  be  divided  into  fmaller  divifions,  for  the  convenience  of  learn- 
ing the  ufe  of  arms  at  one  another's  houfes,  ami  that  it  was  al- 
moft  ready.  That  the  objeft  was  to  fcout  the  fpies.  That  their 
numbers  were  increafing,  and  would  foon  be  irreftftible.  Upon 
which  the  witnefs  obferved,  that  there  were  no  men  of  property 
among  them ;  then  Rouffelle  made  this  reply,  that  as  foon  as  they 
could  be  organized,  money  would  not  be  wanting.  That  would 
alfo  be  a  very  ftrong  circumftance,  if  you  fhould  be  of  opinion 
that  he  is  deferving  of  credit.  He  fays,  a  toaft  was  given — 
*  The  world  a  republic  or  defart/*  Hodfon  faid,  he  hoped  foon 
to  fee  a  Revolutionary  Tribunal  eftablifhed  in  this  country,  and 
that  he  defpifed  all  others..  Mr.  Rouflelle  faid,  he  was  going  to 
Thelwall,  and  to  fet  off  the  next  day  for  the  Continent.  Hiliier 
feud  to  him,  Are  you  going  to  France  ?  He  faid,  Yes.  He  faid, 
be  was  at  a  meeting  of  his  own  divHion  the  fame  evening;  that 
coming  away,  one  Wright  there  afked  him,  if  he  had  got  any 
arms*  he  faid,  he  had  got  one  mufquet;  Wright  £ud\  it  was 
neceflary  we  fhould  all  have  arms,  as  poffibly  we  might  foon  be 
compelled  to  ufe  them  j  he  fays,  that  Wright  was  their  fecre- 
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tary,  and  was  going  to  America,  and  was  very  forry  to  leave 
them ;  that  he  was  going  when  they  were  going  to  aft  as  well  * 
as  think,  and  to  regenerate  their  country ;  that  he  fhould  take 
fome  copies  of  their  fpirited  refolutions,  to*  give  them  to  the 
.popular  focieties  in  America,  Hillier  mentioned  his  not  having 
got  a  mufquet,  but  he  had  got  a  pike ;  he  fays,  upon  the  25th  of 
•April,  he  was  at  Hillier's ;  that  he  found  there  a  man  of  the 
jiame  of  V/ickfey,  and  that  mention  was  made  of  a  letter  from 
Sheffield,  and  that  at  a  numerous  meeting  there,  they  had  re- 
folded to  prefent  no  more  petitions.  He  mentioned,  that  fome 
knives  were  making  of  a  peculiar  conftrucYion.  He  faid,  the 
letter  contained  a  drawing  of  the  knife,  with  this  obfervation — 
44  Thefe  are  the  inftruments  which  we  fliall  foon  ufe."  That 
they  were  to  be  fixed  to  poles,  to  cut  the  reins  of  the  horfesL 
He  faid,  the  principal  dependence  of  the  fociety  confided  in  fe- 
curing  the  King  and  both.  Houfes  of  Parliament.  Hillier  faid, 
that  if  they  could  refift  the  firft  attack,  there  would  be  no  dan-* 
ger  to  be  apprehended  from  the  army  aftqrwards;  that  the  King 
-being  fecured,  the  army  would  have  no  head  to  look  up  to;  that 
they  wpuld  be  glad  to  accept  of  the  additional  pay  which  would 
be  offered  to  them ;  men  would  not  fight  for  6d.  a  day,  if  they 
could  have  a  better  fum.  That  nobody  in  the  place  objected  to 
all  this.  He  faid,  there  was  fome  violent  converfation  when  they 
got  into  the  ftreet,  which  he  checked  him  for;  he  was  afraid 
of  perfons  walking  behind  him  taking  notice  of  what  he  faid. 
He  fays,  he  knows  Baxter — Baxter  and  Hillier,  and  fome 
others,  were  prefent  at  this  converfation ;  Baxter  faid,  he  had 
been  to  Mr.  Joyce,  Chaplain  to  Earl  Stanhope,  and  had  fome 
converfation  with  him.  Baxter  faid,  there  would  be  no  danger 
to  be  apprehended  from  Stone,  a  perfon  who  had  been  appre- 
hended for  high  treafon,  for  he  had  too  much  firmnefs  for  them 
to  get  any  thing  out  of  him.  That  the  Committee  of  Corre- 
fpondence  and  Co-operation  were  preparing  an  addrefs  to  the 
army,  with  fome  ftrong  refolutions :  he  faid,  that  prudent  deter- 
mined men  were  wanting  to  propagate  the  opinions  contained  in 
thofe  refolutions;  that  they  had  mod:  to  fear  from  the  young 
recruits ;  that  they  fucceeded  beft  with  the  old  foldiers  at  Weft- 
minfter ;  that  if  one-third  of  the  army  were  got  over,  the  other 
two-thirds  would  not  do  much.  He  then  mentioned  fome  vio- 
lent expreilions  concerning  the  Queen ;  that  an  officer  who  had 
lately  been  prefented  to  her  Majefty,  had  faid,  Why  don't  you 
blow  them  all  ups  together  ?  or  fome  vulgar  expreflion.  He  (ays, 
Baxter  afked  him  if  he  knew  where  to  buy  a  pike ;  he  faid,  he 
would  buy  one  himfelf,  if  he  knew  how  to  ufe  it.  Baxter  faid, 
*  if  he  went  in  his  name  to  the  fign  of  the  Parrot,  in  Green  Ar- 
bour Court,  and  afked  for  Edwards,  he  would  have  a  pike; 
Edwards  would  be  called  out — that  then  he  would  be  introduced 
to  the  others,  of  whom  he  might  learn  the  ufe  of  it.    Edwards 
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was  a  clever  fellow,  and  could  fell  him  pikes  cheaper  than 
mufquets,  arid  that  fo  many  mufquets  could  not  be  fupplied  on 
account  of  the  expence.  He  faid,  people  might  do  mifchief 
with  mufquets  if  they  did  not  know  properly  the  ufe  of  them. 
The  witnefs  obferved,  they  might  have  a  parliamentary  re- 
form without  coming  to  blows.  Baxter  faid,  is  there  a  man  in 
the  fociety  who  believes  that  a  parliamentary  reform  is  all  we 
want  ?  No,  not  one.  He  faid,  many  men  of  property  hitherto 
kept  back  upon  account  of  the  irregular  condud  of  the  French, 
"but  now  they  would  come  forward,  as  they  were  convinced 
nothing  was  to  be  expected  from  Parliament ;  and  a  revolution 
might  be  effected  in  a  few  hours.     He  faid,  he,  for  his  own 

Ert,  did  not  wifh  the  King,  or  any  of  his  family,  to  lofe  their 
es ;  he  thought  they  might  go  to  Hanover ;  that  it  mult  be 
expe&ed  that  foirie  blood  muft  be  feed ;  that  there  were  fome 
perfons  who  offered  fuch  infults  to  the  people,  that  human  nature 
could  not  bear.  He  faid,  he  attended  to  moft  of  Baxter's  con- 
verlation,  becaufe  he  was  informed  he  was  a  member  of  the 
Committee  of  Correfpondence  and  Co-operation  ;  he  fatd,  many 
thoufand  pikes  were  making  at  Sheffield;  that  the  heads  only 
were  to  be  made  at  Sheffield ;  that  they  were  to  be  ftocked  in 
town;  that  he  recommended' nothing  mould  be  mentioned  to  the 
divifions  till  the  new  conftitution  could  be  adopted  which  Dr. 
Hodfon  had  fpoken  of.  It  would  be  advifeable  to  let  the  French 
prifoners  out;  and  if  the  emigrants  refilled,  they  fhould  lhare 
the  fate  of  the  Swifs  guards  at  Paris.  He  mentioned  the  name 
of  Mr.  Pitt,  Mr.  Reeves,  and  Mr.  Dundas,  who  had  offered 
fuch  infults  as  human  nature  could  not  overlook:  he  faid,  in 
going  home,  that  the  addrefs  to  the  armies  was  to  fet  the  troops 
that  might  be  embodied  at  variance,  and  they  would  fay  to  the 
army,  they  were  fworn  to  fight  for  the  King  and  country,  but 
when  the  King  and  country  were  at  variance,  they  might  fight 
on  which  fide  they  would ;  that  they  mould  mix  with  them, 
treat  them  with  beer,  and  that  it  would  be  proper  to  enlarge  on 
the  feverity  of  their  diicipline,  and  the  fmallnefs  of  their  pay; 
found  their  principles,  and  if  they  found  the  foldiers  were  arifto- 
crats,  then  they  were  not  to  proceed.  He  did  not  recoiled 
feeing  Hillier's  pike  at  that  time ;  he  communicated  from  time 
to  time  with  Mr.  Wickham,  and  gave  him  intelligence  of  what 
pa/led. 

Upon  his  crofs-examination  he  was  afked  what  fituation  he 
had  been  in ;  he  fays,  that  he  kept  a  broker's  fhop  ;  he  is  afked, 
if  he  did  not  fay  to  a  man,  that  he  was  a  dealer  in  King's  ftores, 
and  would  not  mind  cheating  the  King ;  he  fays,  he  did  fay  to 
a  man,  that  he  dealt  in  naval  ftores,  thinking  that  would  pre- 
vent the  man  from  making  any  more  enquiry  j  that  he  went  to 
buy  a  print  of  Mr.  Worfhip,  and  that  he  did  fay,  he  dealt  in 
naval  ftores ;  that  he  was  aiked  what  he  was,  and  that  made  him 
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fay' that,  inftead  of  giving  a  dire&ion ;  but  he  did  not  fay  that 
he  lived  by  fmuggling,  and  would  not  mind  cheating  the  King* 
He  is  afked,  as  to  his  having  borne  the  name  of  Douglas,  which 
he  (aid  he  had  for  feven  years ;  it  was  ten  years  fince  that  he 
was  a  hair-drefler  in  Petty  France:  that  his  father  had  bufinefs 
of  his  own  in  the  city;  that  he  wimed  to  go  out  for  improve- 
ment, and  he  did  not  choofe  to  appear  a  journeyman,  when  his 
Father  was  keeping  journeymen  in  his  own  houfe;  that  it  was  a 
mere  accidental  circumftance ;  that  he  knows  Mr.  Lincoln  who 
collects  rents  for  Mr.  Macnamara ;  that  he  borrowed  money  of 
him,  of  which  he  had  paid  part.  He  faid,  Mr.  Macnamara  came 
to  him  at -the  cofFee-houfe  where  the  King's  witnefles  were,  and 
behaved  very  ill  to  Kim ;  he  was  very  much  flurried ;  that  he  did 
not  know  very  well  what  he  faid;  Mr.  Macnamara  faid,  he  came 
out  of  humanity  to  him,  and  faid,  the  note  would  appear  againft 
him,  if  it  was  not  paid.  He  was  afked,  whether  he  had  not 
drawn  thefe  people  in  by  his  conversation ;  he  fays,  in  anfwer  to 
that,  that  he  may  have  approved  of  what  they  were  doing,  but 
he  never  made  ufe  of  inflammatory  expreffions ;  he  gives  ftrange 
accounts  to  be  fure ;  and  particularly  he  never  faid,  why  did  not 
you  learn  the  ufe  of  arms ;  it  will  be  of  great  ufe,  and  there  is 
nothing  to  be  done  without  arms.  He  was  then  aflced  with 
refpe&  to  Mrs.  Coleman ;  he  fays,  he  knew  a  Mrs.  Coleman  f 
fhe  lived  and  died  in  his  houfe,  and  (he  had  made  her  will ;  that 
he  wrote  it ;  that  it  was  made  in  favour  of  one  John  Barrows, 
and  John  Leach,  his  wife's  fon.  He  was  aflced,  if  fome  charge 
was  not  laid  againft  him  by  a  brother  of  a  former  hufband  of 
hers,  who  came  out  of  the  country,  and  made  a  claim ;  he  faidp 
he  did  not  recoiled  the  particular  circumftances.  He  is  afted? 
if  he  knew  one  Cox,  a  cheefemonger ;  he  faid,  he  did ;  nothing  - 
turns  on  it,  as  that  Cox  is  not  called.  He  fays,  that  Cox  dip 
not  ufe  him  well ;  that  he  fold  him  hams  filled  up  with  mortar 
and  ftones.  A  print  was  produced,  which  is,  an  engraving  of 
the  manual  exercife  of  foldiers,  with  a  cap  upon  their  heads, 
which  was  intended  to  be  coloured  red,  tne  cap  of  liberty  worn 
now  very  much  in  France ;  it  is  a  fort  of  fignal  by  which  men 
who  entertain  thofe  opinions  may  be  known. 

Gentlemen,  I  dated  to  you  before,  that  this  witnefs  has  given 
very  important  evidence  indeed,  and  does  throw  great  light  on 
the  cafe,  tending  to  {hew  the  determined  purpofe  to  call  this 
Convention,  for  the  purpofe  of  making  ufe  of  force  againft  the 
King  and  his  family,  and  againft  the  government.  If  this  man's 
evidence  can  be  depended  upon,  he  certainly  dates  Baxter  to 
ufe  very  ftrong  language,  extremely  violent,  and  fo  indifcreet, 
that  one  would  hardly  think  any  man  would  have  ventured  to 
have  ufed  it ;  on  the  other  hand,  the  obfervation  made  upon  it 
is  certainly  founded,  that  he  is  not  contradi&ed  with  regard  to 
the  teftimony  that  he  gives,  and  that  all  they  have  to  rely  upon, 
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to  {hake  his  credit,  is,  the  account  he  gives  of  himfelf  as  having 
told  a  man,  that  he  dealt  in  naval  ftores,  having  borne  the  name 
of  Douglas,  and  coming  there  for  the  purpofe  of  giving  infor- 
mation to  government.     It  is  your  province  to  fay  what  degree 
of  reliance  you  think  fit  to  repofe  on  this  man's  evidence. 
The  next  witnefs  is  Groves,  who  comes  before  you  under  the 
,  fame  circumftances ;  another  man  whofe  credit  is  more  direcrlj 
impeached  than  Gofling's  was.     He  fays,  he  was  at  the  Globe 
Tavern  the  20th  of  January ;  he  became  a  member  the  5th  of 
February.     He  fays^  on  the  20th  of  January,  there  was  a  great 
affembly  of  people ;  Martin  was  called  to  the  chair ;  an  addrefc 
was  read  by  Richter ;  that  there  were  many  toafts  drank ;  their 
language  was  in  general  for  univerfal  fuffrage  and  annual  Par- 
liaments.    He  fays,  their  ohjeft  was  to  enlighten  men's  minds, 
to  afford  opportunities  of  inftruftion,  to  learn  the  natural  freedom 
of  all  mankind ;  he  heard  nothing  about  arms ;  he  was  prefent 
at  ThelwalPs  le&ures ;  that  there  was  a  general  abufe  of  the  ad- 
miniftration  and  of  the  branches  of  the  legi/Iature ;  he  (poke  of 
the  King  in  terms  of  contempt ;   he  ufea  the  word  Solomon, 
which  he  underftood,  ironically ;   he  faid,  the  Houfe  of  Lords 
was  an  ariftocratic  braneh,  that  fwallowed  up  almoft  all  the  other 
functions  of  the  government ;  that  he  .recommended  a  Conven- 
tion, for  the  purpofe  of  new-modelling  the  government,  and  to 
procure  annual  Parliaments  and  univerfal  fuffrage,  and  that  he 
recommended  the  new-modelling  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 
He  attended  at  Chalk  Farm;  Hardy  was  there,  and  Lovett  in 
the  chair;  a  letter  was  read  from  the  Friends  of  the  People, 
printed  papers  were  difperfed,  a  fetter  from  the  Conftitutional 
Society,  to  the  Friends  of  Freedom,  propofing  to  them  to  join  in  a 
Convention,  earneftly  foliciting  their  concurrence  and  afliftance 
in  that  Convention,  in  order  to  obtain  a  fair,  full,  and  free  re- 
presentation of  the  people,  and  that  the  anfwer  was  read.    It 
turns  out  to  be  a  letter  of  the  Correfponding  Society,  of  the 
nth  of  April,  1794;  and  then  there  were  refolutions  put,  and 
200,000  were  ordered  to  be  publiftied.     Groves  fays,  he  went 
a  good  part  of  the  way  from  Store  Street  to  Chalk  Farm  with 
Thelwall ;  there  was  a  written  paper  upon  the  door  of  the  houfe 
in  Store  Street,  dire&ing  them  to  Chalk  Farm;  that  Lovett  was 
in  the  chair;    that  Thelwall   and  Richter  were  the  principal 
fpeakers ;    that  there  was  a  clamour  of   fpies  and   informers ; 
Thelwall  was  for  admitting  all  fpies  and  informers  there,  becaufe 
the  number  of  the  members  of  the  London  Correfponding  So- 
ciety would  be  no  agreeable  news  to  the  Minifter ;  Richter  read 
the  refolutions;  he  lays,  that  tome  obje£Hon  was  made  to  the 
words  Britifli  Senate,  in  one  of  the  refolutions;  that  Hardy,  who 
flood  below,  fpoke  once  to  Richter,  and  the  words  he  ufed  were, 
Read,  Sir,  without  comment ;  this  was  when  Richter  was  read- 
ing the  addrefs.    He  fays,  that  afterwards  there  was  the  divifior- 
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meeting  hi  Compton  Street:  Thelwall,  taking  a  pot  of  porter, 
blew  off  the  head,  and  faid,  This  is  the  way  I  would  have  all 
Kings  ferved,  or,  This  is  the  way  I  would  ferve  all  Kings : 
he  gave  for  a  toaft,  u  The  lamp-iron  at  the  end  of  Parliament 
Street,"  and  called  out  to  fome  one  to  cover  it — that  is,  to  give 
another  toaft,  I  fuppofe ;  when  fomebody  at  the  other  end  of  the 
room  cried  out,  «  The.Treafury  Bench/'  He  fays,  no  vifitors 
were  prefent  at  that  "time;  he  fays,  Gr^en  was  a  member,  and 
he  had  fome  private  converfation  with  him  in  the  coffee-room ; 
he  talked  of  univerfal  fuffrage  and  annual  Parliaments ;  but  he 
faid,  thefe  were  only  to  be  confidered  as  ladders  to  obtain  their 
end.  He  fays,  then  there  were  about  half  a  dozen  together 
having  bread  and  cheefe,  and  porter,  at  Chalk  Farm ;  that  he 
faw  a  cutting  inftrument,  a  clinched  knife  with  a  fpring,  which, 
when  the  clafp  opened,  prevented  its  joint  working,  fo  that  it 
was  then  fixed  quite  firm.  He  fays,  Pearce  had  one,  and  fome- 
body obferved  they  were  bread  and  cheefe  knives,  and  a  fmile 
-went  round  the  room:-  he  afked  him,  where  they  were  to  be  had; 
he  was  informed,  he  might  get  one  at  Green's,  in  Orange  Street, 
Leicefter  Fields:  he  fays,  he  went  to  Green's;  Green  told  him, 
he  had  fold  about  two  or  three  hundred,  and  Green  beckoned  to 
him  to  fpeak  yery  low,  for  the  parlour  door  was  open,  joining 
to  the  (hop,  and  his  wife  was  a  damned  ariftocrat.  He  attended 
the  meeting  regularly,  and  that  Pearce  faid  of  the  knives,  when 
they  were  at  Chalk  Farm,  if  you  ftrike  with  them,  they  will 
not  fly  back.  He  fays,  a  man  from  Sheffield  found  fault  with 
the  conftru&ion  of  thefe  knives,  and  faid,  they  might  be  made 
better  there.  He  fays,  a  fubfci  iption  was  propoied  for  Dr.  Hodfon, 
who  was  in  Newgate,  but  that  the  propofition  was  reje&ed,  on 
account  of  the  violence?  of  his  conduct ;  he  was  prefent  at  the 
Crown  and  Anchor  the  2d  of  May,  at  a  dinner  of  the  Conftitu-  • 
tional  Society,  and  at  the  divifion-meeting  on  the  25th  of  Fe- 
bruary, when  an  addrefs  from  Stockport  was  read,  No.  3* 
Compton  Street,  which  paper  being  fo  late  as  the  5th  of  Janu- 
ary, 1794,  it  will  be  proper  to  read. 

(Read by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court.) 
ct  Rights  of  Swine."  See  page  jy,  and  following,  of  this 
volume.  / 
The  laft  part  is  the  material  one — "  O  ye  poor  of  the  land, 
do -you  fret  and  whine  at  oppreffion?  Yes.  Then,  as  ye  do,  fo 
did  your  fathers  before  you!  And  if  you  do  no  more,  your 
children  may  whine  after  you.  Awake !  arife  !  arm  yourfelves 
with  truth,  juftice,  and  reafon  !  Lay  (iege  to  corruption,  and 
your  unity  and  invincibility  (hall  teach  your  oppreffors  terrible 
things  !  Purge  the  reprefentation  of  your  courtiers  !  Claim  as 
your  unalienable  rights,  univerfal  fuffrage  and  annual  Parlia- 
ments !  And  whenever  you  have- the  gratification  to  choofe  a 
representative,  let  him  be  from  the  lower  order  of  men,  and  he 

3  Y  2  will 


r  532  ] 

Will  know  how  to  fympathize  with  vou,  and  reprefent  you  in 
character.  Then,  and  not  till  then,  mall  you  experience  uni- 
verfal  peace  and  inceflant  plenty." 

This  laft  paflage  is  the  material  one;  the  whole  of  the  paper, 
In  point  of  general  inflammation,  is  very  bads  and  the  date  of  it 
is  material,  5th  January,  1794. 

John  Groves  then  goes  on  to  fay,  that  the  prifoner  Hardy 
brought  him  a  ticket  for  the  anniverfary  dinner  of  the  Conftitu- 
tional  Society,  to  Crown  Court,  Covent  Garden ;  he  fays  he 
paid  nothing  for  it.  He  fays  there  were  a  certain  number  of  the 
members  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  invited,  about 
twenty  in  all ;  there  was  fome  bad  news  came  which  gave  uni- 
verfal  fatisfaction ;  there  was  a  fong  called  u  The  Free  ConfH- 
tution,"  delivered  out  before  dinner,  and  there  was  one  of  them 
lay  upon  the  plates ;  Mr.  Wharton  was  in  the  chair.  Mr.  Bur- 
chell,  Mr.  Sharpe  die  engraver,  feveral  members  of  the  Corre- 
fponding Society,  Mr.  Froft  and  Mr.  Hardy,  the  prifoner,  were 
there ;  that  when  the  company  came  into  the  room,  French  po- 
pular tunes  were  (truck  up — Ca  ira,  Marfeillois  march,  and  the 
Carmagnol ;  they  were  encored  all  dinner  time,  and  there  was  a 
continual  fcene  of  clapping.  After  dinner,  Mr,  Home  Tooke 
addrefled  himfelf  to  the  company,  and  faid,  that  he  fuppofed  one 
out  of  fifty  in  the  room  might  be  confidered  as  a  government  fpy; 
that  he  begged  the  company  to  obferve  that  he  was  not  in  a  ftatc 
of  inebriation,  for  having  lomething  to  fay  to  the  company,  he 
had  taken  care  to  refrain  from  his  glafs ;  that  he  called  the  Par- 
liament a  fcoundrel  fink  of  corruption ;  that  he  called  the  oppo- 
sition in  Parliament  a  fcoundrel  fink  of  oppofition ;  and  that  there 
was  formed  a  junction  between  thefe  two  fcoundrel  parties,  for 
the  purpofe  of  deftroying  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people: 
he  faid  the  fame  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  afked  if  that  flap- 
jack, naming  a  particular  Lord,  could  be  confidered  as  one  of 
the  hereditary  nobility,  and  faid  it  was  in  order  to  amufe  or 
abufe  that  poor  man,  the  King.  Being  afked  what  was  in  order 
to  amufe  or  abufe,  he  faid,  the  junction  between  the  two  parties, 
as  he  understood  him.  His  fpeech  was  received  with  univerfal 
applaufe,  and  there  was  a  fong  to  the  tune  of  God  fave  the 
King,  but  not  thofe  words ;  he  could  not  recollect  the  words. 
Mr.  Tooke  fung  that  fong,  or  an  additional  verfe  that  had  been 
forgot.     This  was  his  evidence  in  chief. 

Upon  his  crofs-exami nation  he  fays,  he  follows  the  bufinefs  of 
conveyancing,  and  has  done  fo  two-and-twenty  years.  He  fays, 
he  is  not  an  attorney.  He  is  afked  as  to  a  fohcitor j  he  fays,  he 
does  not  underftand  what  was  underftood  by  that  term ;  out  at 
laft 'faid,  he  was  a  folicitor  in  this  place  for  profecutions  and  pri- 
fbners.  Thelwall,  he  faid,  when  he  went  to  Chalk  Farm,  ra- 
ther fixed  himfelf  upon  him,  than  he  upon  Thelwall.     He  fays, 
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ciety,  Mr.  Tooke  fpoke  highly  of  the  hereditary  nobility  of  the 
country ;  he  faid,  they  had  loft  their  weight  in  the  fcale,  by  the 
introduftipn  of  adventurers :  he  fpoke  highly  of  the  office  of  the 
King — he  faid,  that  new-made  Peers  combined  to  amufe  him-— 
that  the  Kinghad  loft  his  due  weight  in  the  conftitution  by  this 
corruption.  The  object  of  all  his  converfation  was,  that  undue 
people  were  brought  into  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  thereby 
the  evil  he  complained  of  arofe.  They  then  read  a  fong  which 
was  found  in  a  letter  addrefled  to  Mr.  Hardy,  without  date,  found 
in  Hardy's  clofct,  beginning — 

u  Why  vainly  do  we  wafte  our  prime, 
'  <€  Repeating  our  oppreffions  ? 
tt  Come,  rouze  to  arms  !  'tis  now  the  time 
a  To  punifh  paft  tranfgreflions." 

See  p.  33,  of  this  volume. 

Gentlemen,  I  would  obferve  to  you,  upon  this  fong,  what, 
perhaps,  may  occur  upon  fome  other  parts  of  the  evidence,  that 
it  was  fairly  taken  notice  of  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner ;  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  difference  between  loofe  papers  found  at 
his  lodgings,  in  his  fituation  as  fecretary,  to  whom  all  forts  of 
things  would  be  addrefled— I  fay,  there  is  a  vaft  difference  be- 
tween thefe  fort  of  things,  or  any  forf  of  conclufion  drawn  upon 
this  fort  of  fubject,  and  papers  that  are  communicated,  read,  and 
acted  upon,  and  made,  therefore,  the  aft  of  the  party  himfelf- by 
his  own  conduct  upon  it;  but  the  evidence  could  not  be  rejected, 
becaufe  keeping  fuch  papers  by  him  is  a  reproach  to  a  prudent 
man,  and  affords  fome  evidence  of  the  improper  connections  he 
forms,  in  confequence  of  which  all  thofe  fort  of  things  come  to 
him. 

The  next  witnefs  is  John  Thompfon,  who  proved  the  finding 
a  pike  at  Hillier's. 

Carnage  is  then  examined  again,  who  fays,  he  faw  Maurice 
Margarot  at  the  Tolbooth,  Edinburgh ;  that  he  had  a  fpring 
knife  upon  the  table  at  Edinburgh-— by  his  defcription,  fomething 
like  thefe  Sheffield  knives:  he  never  faw  one  himfelf  at  She£ 
field.  This  was  a  knife  laid  publicly  upon  the  table,  and  he  was 
{hewing  it  as  a  curious  knife. 

The  next  witnefs  was  George  Lynam.  He  fays,  he  was  a 
member  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society  in  October,  1792; 
that  he  belonged  to  divifion  No.  12.  He  faid,  he  received  the 
rules  of  the  fociety,  and  die  addrefs  of  the  fociety  in  March, 
1792;  that  having  feen  thefe  papers,  he  intimated  to  the  land- 
lord where  they  met  that  it  was  a  fociety  for  overturning  the  con- 
ftitution of  the  country,  and  that  he  thought  it  would  be  danger- 
ous to  permit  the  diviiion  to  come  to  his  houfe,  and  the  divikon, 
in  fa&,  adjourned  to  the  Crown,  in  Newgate  Street,  where  he 
was  admitted  as  a  member.  He  fays,  on  the  29th  of  November 
he  went  to  Unicorn  Court,  to  the  diviiion  No.  2 ;  there  was  a 
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large  company,  and  the  room  full,  of  70  or  80  people.  Mrr 
Hardy  was  there*  and  he  appeared  as  fecretary.  *  He  fays,  Paine's 
Addrefs  to  the  French  Nation  was  brought  forward,  and  voted 
to  be  delivered  out  to  all  the  divifions — that  a  paper  called  Rights 
and  Duties  of  Man  was  to  be  continued  weekly — that  the  able- 
gates had  received  addrefles  approving  of  the  fociety's  addrefs  to 
the  National  Convention — that  the  delegates  of  the  divifion  re- 
port to  the  divifion  what  was  done  at  the  Committee  of  Dele- 
gates. 

t  And  here  it  will  be  proper  juft  to  mention,  how  that  ftands  by 
the  conftitution  of  this  fociety.  It  is  divided  into  a  gre^t  num- 
ber of  fub-divifions,  as  many  as  they  can  conveniently  make,  not 
having  lefs  than  thirty  in  a  fub-divifion;  each  of  thefe  divifions 
chofe  a  delegate  to  reprefent  them  in  a  General  Committee  of 
thefe  Delegates,  which  General  Committee  of  Delegates  aft  for 
the  fociety  at  larger  and  all  fuch  meafures  as  are  thought  fit  to 
be  communicated  to  the  divifions,  are  communicated  by  the  dele- 
gates of  thofe  divifions.  This  is  the  way  in  which  this  is  car- 
ried on. 

The  witnefs  fays,  he  was  prefent  in  Newgate  Street  when  the 
addrefs  to  the  Convention  of  France  was  read,  as  having  been 
brought  forward  on  the  37th  of  September,  at  the  Unicorn.  On 
the  2d  of  November,  he  was  at  the  Rainbow,  in  Fleet  Street, 
divifion  No.  1 1,  and  there  was  a  report  that  the  Society  at  Stock- 
port had  wrote  to  Sheffield,  and  had  approved  of  the  different 
meetings ;  that  in  that  letter,  which  was  a  pretty  long  one,  it 
was  propofed  that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  fend  the  London 
delegates  »down  to  teach  the  farmers  politics ;  that  this  was  wrote 
by  the  editor  of  the  Sheffield  paper  entitled  the  Patriot,  and  this 
was  written  to  the  delegates,  and  came  through  the  hands  of  the 
prifoner  Hardy.  This  paper  was  afterwards  produced,  and  it 
correfponds,  though  much  fuller  than  this  note  goes,  but  corre- 
fponds  pretty  much  with  it,  except  that  the  proportion,  inftead 
of  farmers,  was,  that  the  fociety  of  London  fhould  fend  dele- 
gates to  the  refpeftive  foe ie ties  in  the  country  to  enlighten  their 
minds.  He  fays,  there  were  fix  honorary  members  of  the  Lon- 
don Correfponding  Society  admitted  to  the  fociety  at  die  Crown 
and  Anchor. 

Hardy's  eleftion  for  delegate  was  then  produced  in  a  paper 
found  at  Hardy's  houfe. 

Lynam  then  goes  on,  and  fays,  he  was  at  the  divifion  No.  2, 
on  the  12th  of  November,  at  the  Unicorn.  There  were  loud 
applaufes  of  a  letter  from  Barlow  to  the  Convention  of  France  j 
that  it  was  either  Barrere  or  Barlow.  He  fays,  that  the  number 
of  the  fociety  was  ftated  at  about  6000  j  that  the  2d  divifion  of 
the  fociety  in  the  Spitalfields  divifion  was  increafing,  and  would 
foon  have  a  number  equal  to  all  the  other  divifions.  There  was 
a  letter  from  Major  Johnfton  communicated  from  Edinburgh, 
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difapproving  of  addreffing  the  National   Convention  fo  foon» 
He  fays,  the  addrefs  which  they  had  ordered  to  be  fent  to  the 

"  National  Convention  of  France  had  been  ordered  to  be  pub- 
lifhed  in  France,  and  fent  to  the  eighty-five  departments.  The 
fociety  at  Sheffield  had  fent  up  their  addrefs ..to  the  delegates, 
which  had  been  forwarded  to  the  Convention  of  France.  The 
lift  of  November  he  was  at  divifion  12,  the  Crown,  in  Newgate 
Street.  There  was  a  talk  of  a  Congrefs  to  be  held  in  Scotland. 
The  charge  delivered  by  Mr,  Juftice  Afhhurft  was  read.     It  was 

.afterwards  reported,  that,  the  fociety  at  Norwich  wanted  to 
know,  if  they  intended  to  come  into  the  Duke  of  Richmond** 
plan,  or  to  root  out  monarchy ;  that  they  fufpe&ed  this  was  to 
draw  them  into  fome  unguarded  expreffion,  and  they  declined 

"anfwering  it.  You  recollect,  that  letter  was  read,  and  that 
when  they  did  anfw.er  it,  the  anfjver  was  a  more  guarded  one  « 
than  fome  of  the  letters  of  this  fociety;  fuch  an  anfwer  as 
might  naturally  lead  one  to  think  there  was  fome  fufpicion.  It 
comes  out  a  curious  circumftance,  that  this  man,  who  attended 
his  divifion,  and  took  notes,  that  that  circumftance  fhould  be 
mentioned ;  that  it  was  fufpe&ed  that  letter  did  not  come  from  a 
friendf  He  fpeaks  then  of  the  branching  of  a  new  drvifion, 
23,  from  No.  12,  at  the  Ship,  in  Moorficlds,  and  that  thty 
met  the  27th  of  November,  for  the  firft  time,  when  he  was 
chofen  a  delegate  of  this  divifion,  It  was  recommended  at  that, 
time,  that  the  public  (hould  be  informed,  that  they  were  not 
levellers,  and  that  they  wifced  to  avoid  all  riots  and  all  refift- 
ance ;  that  this  arofe  from  the  magiftrates  having  interfered  with 
their  meetings ;  that  the  converfation  was,  that  the  firft  charac- 
ters in  Edinburgh  belonged  to  their  caufe ;  that  they  had  formed 
themfelves  into  a  fociety,  and  called  themfelves  the  Convention 
of  Delegates.  The  29th  of  November,  this  man  attended  a 
Committee  of  Delegates  at  the  Sun,  in  Windmill  Street;  2Z 
delegates  were  prefent;  his  notes  are  at  divifion  II ;  had  twenty 
vifitors  from  Iflington  i  that  a  fociety  was  intended  to  be  formed 
there.  The  Sub-committee  brought  forward  the  anfwer  to  the 
Crown  and  Anchor,  which  was  referred  back,  and  another 
anfwer  was  offered,  drawn  by  a  gentleman  of  the  name  of 
Vaughan,  f  Counfellor  Vaughan,)  who  was  a  vifitor  there  then 
from  the  Conftitutional  Society,  which  was  approved  of  after 
fome  alteration  j  the  words,  dving  in  the  caufe,  were  ftruck  out, 
and  there  was  fomething  faia  in  juftification  of  this  by  fome- 
thing  that  pa/Ted  in  Cromwell's  time.  It  was  agreed,  that  it 
{hould  be  put  in  the  Sunday  paper,  and  500  bills  ported  up,  that 
they  were  not  levellers;  and  if  their  funds  were  low,  Mr. 
Vaughan  faid,  the  Conftitutional  Society  would  print  for  them. 
It  was  reputed,  that  they  underftood  enemies  were  getting  into 
the  fociety  5  that  the  5th  divifion  had  been  fcouted;  that  Mar- 
garot  made  a  motion,  to  write  to  Mr.  Pitt  and  die  Attorney 
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Genera^  that  if  their  meetings  were  illegal*  he  would  be  ready 
tofurrender  himfelf;  but  this  being  over-ruled,  it  was  agreed 
to  fupport  all  profecuted  member^.     A  note  was  then  produced 
from  Hardy  to  Lynam  in  thefe  words — "  Citizen  Lynam,  you 
are  requefted  to  meet  the  Special  Committee  this  evening,  at 
feven  o'clock,   at  the  Nag's  Head,   Orange  Court,  Leicefter 
Fields.     I  am,  your  fellow-citizen,  Thomas  Hardy."     This  is 
a  circumftance,   in  fome  degree,  confirmatory  of  Lynam 's  ge- 
neral evidence.     He  went,   out  there  was  no  meeting  on  the 
nth  of  December,  divifion  23:  it  was  reported  there,  that  the 
London    Correfponding    Society's    rules  had   been   distributed 
among  the  foldiers ;  it  was  reported,  that  the  Irifh  were  Icouted 
as  we  had  been,  and  they  had  applied  to  the  Council ;  he  un- 
derftood  the  Privy  Council,  who  had  declared  their  meetings  to 
be  legal ;   he  faia,  their  funds  were  low,   and  the  divifion  re- 
commended to  fubfcribe  to.  the  publication  of  the  addrcfs,  but 
he  does  not  know  how  much  was  colleded.     Three  of  the  di- 
vifion offered  to  ftick  them  up  about  the  town.     He  faid,  Baxter 
was  ill-treated  at  Shoreditch  Church ;  that  he  put  his  hand  in 
his  pocket,  and  took  out  two  of  the  fociety's  addrefles ;  that  he 
had  thrown  one  of  the  addrefles   among  the  people  afTembled 
there*      Upon  the  13th  of  December,   the  delegates  met  in 
Round  Court  Strand;  18  prefent;  Mr.  Hardy  was  there.    It 
was  reported,  that  the  magiftrates  were  after  Littlejohn,  and 
one  Field  was  chofen  afliftant  fecretary.     A  motion  was  made,  to 
write  to  the  Common  Council.      He  fays,   Ridgeway  was  to 
publifli  Margarot's  letter  to  Mr.  Secretary  Dundas;  the  projeft 
was,  this  was  a  letter  to  be  written  and  carried  to  the  Pott-office 
by  Margarot,  and  two  others  with  him,  who  were  to  take  a 
receipt,  that  they  might  be  fure  it  was  fent ;  a  receipt  was  to  be 
taken  at  the  Pott-office.     The  letter  was  read,  calling  upon  the 
Minifter  to  protect  their  lawful  aflemblies,   and  that  if  their 
meeting  was  illegal,  he,  Margarot,  might  be  the  firft  to  be  at- 
tacked.   Signed  Maurice  Margarot;  dated  the  4th  of  December, 
1792,   No.  10,    High  Street,  Mary-le-bone ;  addrefled  to  the 
Hon.  Secretary  Dundasi 

Lynam  fays,  his  note  goes  on  to  ftate,  that  the  divifion  firft 
recommends,  that  as  it  was  generally  expected  riots  would  en- 
fue,  our  focieties  will  aid  the  magiftrates,  and  that  copies  be 
fent  to  the  magiftrates,  and  to  take  care  that  no  difpofition  to 
riot  appeared ;  that  they  would  perfevere  in  a  parliamentary  re- 
form ;  and  if  profecuted  perfons  were  not  found  to  be  rain  in 
words,  or  violent  in  tranfa&ions,  they  were  proper  to  be  pro- 
tected by  the  fociety.  He  does  not  know  that  it  was  approved 
by  the  fociety.  The  delegate  for  the  divifion  No.  2,  defires  to 
bring  forward  the  new-maped  cards  of  admiflion,  and  each 
member  to  give  up  his  old  ticket* 
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A  letter  from  Coufins,  fccretary  at  Norwich,  was  read,  (rating* 
that  they  were  meeting  there  to  fupport  government ;  and  they 
afk,  whether  the  London  Correfponding  Society  had  figned  to 
fupport  government.  Margarot  thought  it  was  not  proper  to 
communicate  that  to  the  divifions.  What  was  the  reafon  for 
that,  does  not  appear.  There  is  a  letter  of  the  15th  from  Paifleyj 
mentioning  a  willingnefs  to  correfpoud,  and  mentioning  twelve 
focieties  formed  in  Auguft  for  parliamentary  reform,  and  a  letter 
from  Edinburgh,  of  the  nth  of  December,  to  call  a  Conven- 
tion of  all  Scotland,  to  be  of  the  fame  opinion,  and  the  title  of 
the  focietv  was  to  be,  the  Friends  of  the  People.  Archibald 
Hodge,  chairman  \  William  Read,  fecretary. 

The  diviflon  No.  33  meet  at  Crown  Street,  Soho;  nothing 
was  done  there.     At  a  meeting  of  delegates  on  the  20th  of  De- 
cember, No.  31,  Compton  Street,  Hardy  was  there  $  18  mem- 
bers prefent ;  two  members  were  deputed  of  the  Conftitutional 
Whigs,   to  know  if  the  London  Correfponding  Society  would 
concur  in  an  addrefs  to  the  people.     Diviflon  2  recommends  a 
petition  to  Parliament  before  Mr.  Grey's  bill ;  Martin  recom- 
mended not  to  publifh  any  thing ;  that  the  times  would  not  do; 
that  they  could  not  ftana  againft  the  treafury.     No.  16  moves 
for  the  delegates  to  determine  if  they  fign  the  addrefs  to  the 
Crown  and  Anchor,  and  this  was  left  to  every  man's  difcretion. 
That  is  the  addrefs  that  had  been  formed  there  by  another  party 
for  the  fupport  of  government,  for  that  was  the  queftion,  whether 
they  mould  fign  that,  and  it  was  left  to  every  man's  difcretion  ; 
but  to  avoid  it  if  poflible,  Margarot  wrote  to  Coufins  to  fay,  he 
would  not  fign  it.     There  is  a  communication  that  five  guineas 
were  fent,  in  order  to  have  Fox's  fpeech  fent  down  to  the  perfons 
from  whom  that  monev  came,  and  for  hand-bills,  to  exprefs  a 
determination  to  perfevere,    and  they  were   fent  accordingly. 
No.  16  propofed  to  give  tickets  to  the  foldiers,  to  admit  them 
gratis,    if  they  chofe  to  enter,  but  they  fhould  be  warned  of 
their  danger;  this  was  not  agreed  to.     No.  24  moves  to  publifh 
a  determination  to  fupport  the  magiftrates,  and  perfevere  in  a 
parliamentary  reform ;  agreed  tp,  and  Margarot  to  draw  it  up. 
Then  there  was  a  petition  from  Carter,  who  ftuck  up  bills  for 
them,   that  he  had  loft  a  place  of  twelve  (hillings  per  week. 
Ridgeway  communicates  that  he  would  pilbliih  any  thing  that 
the  ibciety  would  fond  to  him. 

It  was  obferved  by  Mr.  Margarot,  refpe&ing  Mr.  Fox,  that 
he  had  gone  as  far  as  could  be  cxpeded,  but  they  were  not  to 
truft  him,  for  he  was  forced  to  avow  what  he  had  avowed. 
Martin  reported,  that  Gay  had  employed  Carter  to  ftick  up  bills, 
and  that  he  had  ftuck  them  up  in  the  morning  inftead  of  the 
evening,  as  he  wasdire&ed*  in  confequence  of  which,  he  had 
been  taicen  up.  At  No.  31,  Compton  Street,  the  27th  of  De- 
cember, Hardy  was  there  j  each  delegate  to  take  the  fenfe  of  his 
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divifion  upon  the  propriety  of  admitting  foldiers,  and  on  wliat 
terms.      On  the   3d  of  January,   1793,    Margarot    prefided; 
Hardy  was  fecretary,  and  Field  fub-fecretary.     The  diftreffes  of 
Thompfon's  wife  were  laid  before  the  meeting;  he  was  a  mem- 
ber, but  had  gone  away ;  twelve  Shillings  were  collected  from 
fixteen  delegates,  and  a  recommendation  to  individuals  to  fub- 
fcribe  for  her.    A  declaration  was  propofcd  to  be  publiihed;  two 
divifions  objected  to  it,  and  the  objection  was,  that  they  would 
father  have  a  conftitution  without  a  King,  than  a  King  without 
a  conftitution ;  and  it  was  obferved,  that  this  would  be  a  thing 
proper  to  be  faid*  if  they  were?  republicans.     Margarot  reported 
a  letter  from  Ireland ;  notice  was  given  of  five  delegates  from 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland,  of  the  fame  fentiments  with 
themfelves,  and  the  application  was  to  them  to  fee  whether  a 
Communication  could  be  opened  with  them.     Hardy  was  prefent 
In  divifion  23,  the  8th  of  January,  Crown  Street,  Moorfields, 
a  declaration  was  propofed,  and  agreed  to  be  rejected;  they  were 
not  to  addrefs  the  King.     Mr.  Grfey  could  not  bring  forward  his 
inotion,   unlefs   the  fociety    petitioned — agreed  by   all  means, 
therefore,  to  petition,  and  not  addrefs.     The  10th  of  January, 
*793>  No.  31,  Compton  Street;  delegates,  17  prefent,  of  whom 
Hardy  was  one.     The  declaration  was  to  lie  upon  the  table; 
lio  written  papers  to  be  brought  In  but  by  delegates  or  the  trea- 
surer.    Margarot  reported,  that  the  country  coYrefpondents  did 
not  (nine.     A  letter  to  Free  Mafon's  Tavern,  and  an  anfwer 
that  they  expected  to  obtain  an  effectual  reform;  they  were  de- 
fired  not  to  mix  foreign  politics,  and  av6id  correfpondence.    It 
was  remarked  at  this  meeting,   that  the  meeting  at  the  Free 
Mafon's  Tavern  never  brought  forward  their  principles,  and  they 
determined  not  to  correfpond  with  thfcm.     Mr.  Bell  obferved, 
that  the  addrefs  to  the  National  Convention  of  France  proves 
that  we  want  their  laws  here ;  to  which,  according  to  this  mi- 
nute, Margarot  faid,  No  doubt ;  others  faid  nothing-     Perhaps 
this  is  the  moft  material  of  all  thefe  papers  that  I  have  hitherto 
read  to  you :    that  in  the  courfe  of  the  confideration,  in  this 
Committee  of  Delegates,  of  the  addrefs  to  the  National  Con- 
vention of  France,  Bell  obferved,  that  the  addrefs  to  the  Na- 
tional Convention  proved  that  we  want  their  laws  here;  that 
Margarot  faid",  No  doubt ;  others  faid  nothing ;  and  that  Hardy 
was  prefent  at  that  meeting.     It  was  obferved,  that  a  plan  that 
had  been  propofed  of  an  addition  of  a  hundred  members  to  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  would  not  do ;  it  would  give  them  advan- 
tages, and  keep  us  from  a  proper  reform.     Reported  that  one 
of  the  Irifli  delegates  had  agreed  to  correfpond.    Hardy  told  him, 
he  had  difperfed  thirty  addrefles,  and  twelve  of  Kerfaint's  fpeeches. 
Upon  the  7th  of  January  reported,  that  nineteen  of  the  divifions 
were  kept  up;  they  were  to  debate,  whether  the  age  of  eighteen 
or  twenty-one  was  the  proper  age  of  voting,  argued  for  eighteen, 

*•-  bcaufc 


r    539    3 

becaufe  lads  of  that  age  were  liable  to  be  militia-men,  and  there- 
fore able  to  confider  of  the  beft  means  to  obtain  a  parliamentary 
reform.  •  Referred  back  again  for  further  confideration.  No.  4 
propofes  thanks  to  the  Mayor  of  Glafgow,  to  a  fociety  at  Dur- 
ham, and  a  fociety  at  Dundee,  for  uniting  with  the  fociety. 
Sixteen  delegates  were  prefent.  A  petition  from  Carter  was 
prefented,  who  had  received  a  fentence  for  flicking  up  a  bill, 
fuppofed  to  be  a  libel,  for  this  fociety;  a  Committee  to  examine 
how  his  defence  has  been  conducted.  There  was  a  motion 
made  for  the  delegates  to  meet  on  Saturday  evening,  to  difcufs 
political  queltions.  A  letter  from  Norwicn — the  Friends  of  the 
People  want  to  propofe  a  mild  reformation,  and  this  fociety  from 
Norwich  want  to  know  whether  they  are  friends.  The  letter 
figned  Hobhoufe.  Blake  propofed  to  fet  up  a  fociety  at  Bath, 
and  they  propofed  a  correspondence.  It  is  propofed  to  corre- 
fpond  with  the  Norwich  fociety,  through  the  means  of  Bell's 
fociety.  On  the  24th  of  January,  Thompfon's  wife  applied 
again:  Martin  thoughtlt  fhould  be  rejefted;  and  there  was  a 
converfation  about  the  bill-fticker,  and  what  Counfel  had  been 
applied  to.  Mr.  Martin  reported,  that  he  had  an  ex  officio  from 
the  Attorney  General,  and  alfo  an  account  of  what  Counfel  had 
been  applied  to,  and  who  undertook  the  defence;  and  the  anxiety 
refpe<fling  the  manufcript  of  this  bill  that  had  been  ftuck  up, 
which  had  got  into  the  hands  of  Grant. — A  letter  from  Richter, 
which  faid,  that  he  did  not  dare  attend. 

The  delegate,  No.  5,  going  to  France,  had  fome  copies  of 
Paine's  works,  and  had  private  notice,  that  they  would  all  be 
taken  up  on  the  31ft  of  January.  Baxter,  from  No.  16,  pro- 
pofed, that,  in  future,  6d.  fhould  be  applied  to  the  divifion  to 
which  each  perfon  belonged,  and  yi.  for  the  room.  It  was  ob- 
ferved,  this  might  be  proper  for  poor  divifions,  but  not  for  the 
reft ;  it  was  remarked,  and  aflented  to  by  all,  that  fuppofing  there 
fhould  be  an  oppofition,  and  two  parties  came  to  an  open  rup- 
ture, it  would  be  proper  to  encourage  the  two  divifions  in  Spital- 
fields,  No.  16  and  25,  becaufe  they  were  more  numerous ;  it 
would  be  proper  to  keep  them  together.  Thefe  two  divifions 
were  dated  to  be  as  large  as  all  the  other  divifions  put  together; 
this  laft  remark,  he  fays,  he  makes  from  recollection.  No.  7 
propofes  to  publifti  a  letter  written  by  a  Mr.  Law  to  Mr.  Reeves, 
refpe&ing  the  bufinefs  of  that  affociation;  but  this  was  rejefted, 
and  another  publication  propofed. — The  reply  to  the  anfwer  6f 
the  Friends  of  the  People  objedls,  that  they  were  not  explicit, 
and  they  want  to  know  how  far  they  meant  to  go  in  the  defign; 
and  Lynam's  note  is,  that  they  were  appreheniive  of  a  breach* 
The  general  fenfe  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  did  not  go  fo  far 
as  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  or  the  Conftitutional  So- 
ciety, who  thought,  that  it  muft  come  to  a  ftruggle.  This,  he 
byh  alfo  was  from  recollection.    Margyrot  faid,  we  are  getting 
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on  toe  faft  again ;  a  petition  is  not  the  mode.  Then  comes  a 
material  paflage ;  but  vet  it  was  agreed  a  petition  fhould  be  pre- 
fented,  to  keep  the  puolic  mind  agitated  upon  the  fubjeft  of  re- 
form. Upon  the  5th  of  February,  divifion  23  met  in  Crown 
Street:  it  is  reported,  that  fixty  friends  had  declined  meeting; 
that  there  were  certain  religious  focieties  in  the  kingdom,  whofe 
fentiments  led  ftri&Iy  to  republicanifm ;  they  were  numerous  in 
feveral  of  the  great  towns,  naming  them,  and  particularly  in 
London ;  and  that  the  fociety  in  London  were  now  beginning  to 
Organize  themfelves  agreeable  to  the  principles  in  France,  and 
they  were  to  meet  on  Mondays  and  Thurfdays;  *  They  fpeak  of 
Paine's  works  that  had  been  puBlifhed  in  Sweden.  On  the  7th 
of  February,  delegates  met  at  No.  8,  Queen  Street,  Seven  Dials; 
Hardy  was  there ;  it  was  reported,  an  anxiety  to  preferve  divi- 
fions  16  and  25  as  poor  divifions;  that  they  would  be  of  great 
fervice  if  we  go  to  war.  This  was  an  obfervation  of  Margarot's. 
It  was  (aid  by  many,  that  it  was  eventually  expe&ed  there  would 
J>e  a  1  ifing  in  the  country.  It  was  remarked,  that  there  were  no 
anfwers  pafled,  though  two  letters  had  been  fent.  A  Sheffield 
letter,  of  the  16th  of  January,  by  order  of  the  ConftitutionaJ 
Society,  had  been  conveyed  to  all  the  focieties,  requefting  to 
know  how  far  they  meant  to  go,  and  that  they  were  all  of  one 
opinion  not  to  petition  this  year.  Hardy,  who  was  prefent,  pro- 
pofes  a  delegate  from  each  divifion  of  the  fociety,  to  agree  how 
to  proceed/  Mr.  Fox's  obferyatioq  in  the  Houte  of  Commons, 
that  the  people  had  a  right  to  alter  the  government  when  they 
pleafed;  that  the  Scotch  Convention,  and  the  Irifh,  had  done  it; 
and  the  London  Correfponding  Society  was  firft  formed,  to  fend 
a  delegate  to  all  the  other  focieties,  to  determine  the  beft  way 
of  reform,  The  Friends  of  the  People  in  the  Borough  ftill 
cxift,  and  were  determined  to  communicate  with  this  and  other 
focieties,  and  enquire  into  their  intentions.  It  was  agreed,  on  a 
circular  letter  to  all  the  focieties,  to  meet,  and  come  to  foroe 
determination.  The  queftion  to  be  debated  at  each  divifion — 
what  is  the  beft  way  of  proceeding,  and  the  meetings  to  be  ad- 
Vertifed.  Determine^  to  write  to  Sheffield,  to  inform  them  they 
will  ftridly  anfwer  how  they  mean  to  proceed.  Upon  the  14th 
of  February,  1793*  divifion  12  chofe  Godfrey  as  a  delegate, 
who  was  reje£ted,  as  being  Lord  George  Gordon's  attorney; 
and  they  faid,  his  name  was  bad.  The  note  is,  that  they  would 
never  haye  any  man  in  the  divifion  connected  with  Lord  George 
Gordon,  who  was  a  troublefome  man;  he  was  rejected;  that 
they  were  to  meet  the  following  week.  Determined  to  meet 
the  next  week,  to  know  if  they  were  to  petition  Parliament;  it 
would  divert  the  public  attention  for  the  prefent.  It  was  agreed 
to  demand  a  conference  of  the  Canftitutional  Society;  they  are 
drawing  up  a  ftate  of  the  reprefentation,  and  are  going  as  far  as 
W?  are;  the  Friends  of  the  People  do  not  go  fo  far;  the  Boroqgh 
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Society  <!o  not  go  fo  far ;  the  Holborn  fociety  fay,  they  are  for 
a  republic ;  that  that  fociety  had  fince  broken  up,  and  moft  of 
the  members  have  joined*  the  London  Correfponding  Society; 
that  there  were  fix  Societies  to  confer.  There  was  a  letter  fent 
to  the  Conftitutional  Society  at  Sheffield,  to  fay,  that  there  will 
be  a  conference  about  this  matter,  and  that  they  will  write. 
The  divifion  39  propofed  for  confideration  three  motions--* 
whether  to  petition  the  King,  the  Parliament,  or  to  call  a  Con- 
vention.— Remarked,  it  would  be  well  to  decline  coming  to  any 
refolution  till  the  whole  nation  are  agreed.  Margarot  fays,  they 
fhould  neither  petition  nor  remonftrate,  it  would  be  uneonftitu-, 
tional.— -Reported,  that  the  Aldgate  Society  had  thanked  Mr, 
Fox  for  his  fpeech,  that  the  people  might  alter  the  government 
when  they  pleafed,  without  giving  their  reafons. — Divifion  23, 
held  19th  February,  in  Crown  street.  The*  age  for  election 
was  agitated,  and  it  is  put  to  the  vote ;  and  it  was  determined  in 
that  fociety  to  petition  Parliament. — The  24th  of  February  the 
delegates  met  j  Godfrey  was  re-rchofen,  and  rejected  again.  God- 
frey faid,  they  might  rejeft,  and  reject  again  j  he  faid,  he  would 
not  quit  the  place  v^— and  they  adjourned  to  No,  57,  Charles* 
Street, 

On  Saturday  evening,  the  23d,  it  was  reported,  that  a  great 
number  of  delegates  were  in  town  from  different  focieties  to  pro- 
cure this  reform.^— A  correfpondence  opened  at  Southampton.-— r 
A  letter  was  fent  from  the  Conftitutional  Society,  that  they  were 
to  adjourn  to  the  15th  of  March,  to  fee  what  Mr.  Grey  would 
do  in  Parliament. — Agreed  to  write  to  all  the  focieties  to  fend  a 
petition  to  Parliament ;  that  theirs  was  to  be  prepared  imme- 
diately, and  it  was  expe&ed  they  fhould  have  200,000  names  5 
that  if  this  petition  was  rejeSed,  they  would  write  to  their 
friends  to  continue,  as  then  there  would  be  time  for  them  all  to 
unite  and  petition  the  King.  The  Friends  of  the  People  ap*. 
proved  of  Mr.  Grey's  remonftrance, — Reported,  that  the  Bank's 
refuting  to  difcount,  would  affift  the  caufe  by  creating  infolvency, 
—A  man  propofed  to  fubfcribe  to  a  book  againft  imprifonment 
for  debt ;  they  refuted  to  fubfcribe,  but  they  agree  to  take  ex- 
tracts out  of  it,  which  were  publifhed. — There  was  a  letter 
figned  by  Carter  or  Curtis,  of  the  15th  ofc  February,  who  figned 
the  anfwer  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  in  anfwer  to  a  letter  of 
the  Correfponding  Society  of  the  ift,  and  an  anfwer  from  the 
Norwich  Society.  The  Norwich  Society  don't  think  the  Friends 
of  the  People  are  friends  to  the  caufe, 

On  the  28th  of  February,  the  delegates  met.  Mr.  Margarot 
propofed  thanks  to  Mr.  Fox,  and  the  minority,  and  to  Lord  Lau- 
derdale, &c.  and  that  this  fhould  be  advertifed. — A  letter  from 
Sheffield,  enclofing  the  refolutions  of  the  13th  of  February,  by 
order  of  the  committee.  The  witnefs  gives  extracts  of  the  let- 
ter j  it  is  agree4  to  write  to  Sheffield  to  inform  them,  that  4 

petitior 


1    r  54*  ] 

petition  to  Parliament,  though  we  do  not  fueceed,  yet  at  this 
time  will  anfwer  a  good  purpofe ;  the  London  Correfponding 
Society  are  going  to  petition,  and  to  write  to  all  the  focieties  in 
the  kingdom  to  do  fo,  and  caufe  the  fubjeft  to  be  agitated  every 
week;  that  there  was  no" time  to  be  loft,  and  they  fay  that  we 
equally  lament  the  war. — A  petition  of  the  London  Correspond- 
ing Society  to  be  fent  by  Margarot  to  Mr.  Fox,  to  be  presented. 
-7-On  the  7th  of  March,  fourteen  delegates  were  prefent; 
Hardy  was  one.  The  petition  was  produced,  and  read  to  the 
divifions  upon  the  14th  of  March. — New  delegates  to  be  chofen 
on  the  28th.-— Moved  that  Mr.  Friend's  pamphlet  on  the  war  be 
re-printed ;  petitions  to  be  drawn  out  on  rolls  of  parchment,  each 
delegate  to  have  one,  to  try  what  coffee-houfe  would  take  it  in 
for  iignatures.  On  the  2ift  of  March,  Baxter  reported,  that 
there  had  been  conftables  at  his  divifion. — A  letter  dated  the 
15th  of  March  to  Hardy,  from  Birmingham,  of  which  he  gives 
extracts,  beginning,  Citizen  Hardy.  Reported,  that  the  Friends 
.of  the  People  have  received  two  letters  from  the  Friends  df  Free- 
dom at  Sheffield. — Grant  and  Littlejohn  were  difcharged  from 
their  fituation  as  honorary  members  of  the  Conftitut tonal  Society. 
The  Constitutional  Society  wrote  to  this  fociety  to  fend  other 
honorary  members :  Grant  was  difcharged  becaufe  he  refufed  to 

five  up  the  manufcript.  A  motion  was  made  to  print  1000  of 
riend's  Addrefs  to  Republicans  and  Anti-republicans,  ta  make 
*xtra&s  and  ftrong  remarks,  by  Mr.  Margarot.  Upon  the  28th 
March  there  were  718  fignatures  to  the  petition,  arid  five  fkins 
4iot  yet  brought  in.  And  the  felefl  Committee  to  make  new 
laws,  to  be  fubmitted  to  each  divifion. 

On  the  4th  of  April  the  witnefs  was  re-ele&ed  again  a  dele- 
gate of  the  Seleft  Committee,  to  confider  of  regulations  or  heads 
prepared,  and  among  others  a  plan  of  a  conftitution  upon  general 
principles.  Upon  the  1  ith  April  2000  had  figned  the  petition. 
Wrote  to  the  Friends  of  the  People,  thanking:  them  for  their 
impartial  ftate  of  the  reprefentation.  Small  bills  to  be  ftuck  up 
in.  the  night-time,  informing  the  public  where  the  petition  lay 
for  iignatures :  2500  figned,  on  the  29th  April.  Crown  and 
Anchor  Tavern,  LordSempel  in  the  chair;  many  of  them  talked 
very  boldly,  and  laughed  at  the  fears  of  the  public ;  and  were  fure 
a  revolution  would  take  place  in  this  country*  The  toafts  were, 
w  May  defpotifm  be  trampled  under  the  hoofis  of  the  fwinifh  mul- 
titude— Freedom  to  France,  and  liberty  to  all  Europe — Thomas 
Paine,"  &c.  On  the  2cl  May,  1 1  delegates  prefent,  Mr.  Fox 
wrote  to  Hardy*  that  the  petition  brought  to  him  wanted  an 
article  of  reform  which  was  contrary  to  his  opinion ;  he  did  not 
think  it  proper  for  him  to  prefent  it,  but  he  would  prefent  it  if 
they  defired  it.  Mr.  Francis  was  defired  to  prefent  it  Two 
delegates,  from  Sheffield)  were  made  honorary  members:  Mr, 

Fox's 


r    543    1 

Fpx's  note  was  produced,  but  nothing  particular  was  done  upon 
that,  * 

The  1 6th  May,  No.  7  propofed  to  draw  up  a  remonftrance 
againft  the  war ;   it  was  faid  Mr.  Hardy  had  received  an  anony- 
mous letter.     23d  May,  twelve  delegates;  called  a  general  meet- 
ing ;  a  letter  from  Littkjohn  j  propofed  to  have  a  committee  to 
prepare  an  addrefs  ;  notice  was  taken  of  the  letter  of  Le  Brim  to 
Lord  Grenville,  and  it  was  obferved,  this  might  be  thought  to 
hare  come  from  fome  communication  with  France,  and  they  chofe 
to  wait  to  fee  what  notice  fliould  be  taken  of  that  letter.     It  does 
not  appear  what  that  was.     On  the  30th  May,  Hardv  propofed 
to  break  up  for  three  months ;  this  was  not  carried,     oth  June,  a 
public  meeting  was  advertifed,  appointing  five  o'clock  for  going. 
Thanks  to  Mr.  Wharton  for  his  fpeech;   agreed  to  be  printed, 
and  comments  to  be  made  upon  it.    Conftitutional  Society  publifh 
10,000  copies  of  Wharton's  fpeech.    On  the  13th  June  he  ceafed 
to  be  a  delegate.     On  the  25th  of  September,  he  was  at  divifion 
No.  23,   at  Bandy-Leg- Walk :  .reported,  that  there  is  a  new 
fociety  at  Coventry,  which  increases.     It  was  reported  that  there 
was  a  new  divifion  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society.     It 
was  ftated  that  Mr.  Cruden,  of  Walworth,  had  written  that 
offenfive  paper-^-the  Guillotine.     It  was  remarked,  that  he  was 
fuppofed  to  be  employed  by  the  Convention  oif  France.     It  wa* 
reported,  that  there  was  a  petition  to  the  King,  brought  forward 
at  the  laft  meeting  of  delegates,   which  was  declared  by  Mr* 
Vaughan  to   be  treasonable,    and  another  was  ordered  to  be 
presented 

On  the  7th  of  October,  18  new  members  were  elected.     Mr. 
B^lh  was  going  to  Ireland,  to  eftablifli  a  new  correfpondence  there. 
Petition  from  the  delegates  againft  the  war.     Hodgfon  president* 
Hardy  Secretary.     The  next  week  in  October  there  was  a  com- 
mittee to  elect  two  delegates,  to  be  fent  to  the  Convention  in 
Scotland.     Margarot  and  Gerald  were  elected ;   this  was  at  X 
houfe  in  Hackney  Road.     Upon  the  5th  November,  divifion  25> 
the  delegate  reported  that  Baxter  was  chofen  chairman ;  that 
Margarot  and  Gerald  went  to  Scotland  the  30th  October.    That 
the  funds  were  low,  fubferiptions  not  equal  to  the  expence :  an- 
other delegate  to  be  chofen  from  each  divifion,  to  form  and  to  revifc 
the  conftitution  of  the  fociety.    A  fociety  at  Briftol  correfponds. 
Colonel  Macleod  and  Sinclair  w?re  gone  to  Edinburgh  as  dele- 
gates from  the  Conftitutional  Society.     Heard  of  an  aflbciation 
at  Lambeth  to  learn  exercife,  and  not  modelled;    thefe  weic 
members  of  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  who  were  de- 
sirous of  introducing  the  exercifing  of  the  fociety's  divifions,  on 
different  nights.     That  memorandum  refpecting  the  aflbciation 
at  Lambeth,  is  fo  far  material  that  it  fpeaks  of  that  aflbciation  as 
an  aflbciation  that  had  only  been  heard  of  for  the  firft  time,  and 
\t^A  not  originally  proceeded  from  the  Committee  of  Delegates. 
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On  the  I2th  of  November,  a  divifion-meeting,  No.  2j;  i 
letter  from  Norwich,  approving  of  the  Convention  in  Edin- 
burgh :  the  finances  low,  a  fecond  fubfcriptlon  wanted -to  fupjtort 
the  delegates  to  Scotland.  Then  there  is  a  kind  of  inftrudion 
or  memorandum  to  the  delegates,  a  letter  fent  to  the  delegates  to 
vifit  all  the  focieties  in  Scotland*  The  witnefs  fays,  he  firft 
thought  what  was  faid  of  the  finances,  related  to  the  Norwich 
fociety  j  but  looking  again,  he  rather  thinks  it  relates  to  his  own 
fociety.     A  report  of  the  delegates  to  the  Committee  of  Dele- 

fates,  reported  that  there  was  to  be  a  fecond  general  meeting  at 
Edinburgh ;  afterwards  altered,  and  intended  to  be  at  Glafgow. 
A  letter  read  on  the  8th  November,  from  Hardy  to  the  delegates 
in  Scotland.     On  the  2d  of  January,  the  witnefs  attends  again 
as  delegate,  Hardy  fecretary.     No  perfon  to  be  elected  a  dele- 
gate till  he  had  been  two  months  a  member.     It  was  agreed  to 
draw  an  hand-bill  to  approve  of  the  conduct  of  the  delegate's  at 
Edinburgh,  cenfuring  the  magiftrates,  and  to  diftribute  a  thouiand 
in  Edinburgh.     A  letter,   figned  William  Broomhead,  chair- 
man, from  Sheffield,  was  read7,  recommending  them  to  come  to 
fome  fpirited  refolutions,  to  be  adopted- for  the  fupport  of  the  dele- 
gates immediately,  and  mentions  that  there  were  2000  at  the 
meeting.     The  9th  of  January  he  has  not  got  Hardy's  name  as 
prefent,  but  believes  he  was.— -General  meeting  on  the  20th; 
dinner  to  be  at  the  Globe,  and  a  Sub -com  in  it  tee  to  be  appointed 
for  the  management  of  it — Thelwall,  Franklow,  and  Stiff,  to 
be  the  Sub-committee.     The  following  perfons  to  be  ftewards — 
Thelwall,    Franklow,   John  Agar,  Stewarts  Kyd,  John  Lovet, 
Harrifon,   Stiff,   Peacock,    Harris,  Sinclair,  Powell,  Williams, 
Mitchel,  Pearce,  Moore,  Moffat,  and  Martin ;  tickets  to  be  5s. 
tiiofe  who  dine  paid  5s.  6d,  and  thofe  who  did  not  dine  paid  6d. 
Another  Sub-committee  to  be  appointed,  to  write  to  the  focie- 
ties to  unite  in  an  addrefs  to  the  public  on  their  invaded  rights 
by  the  proceedings  of  the  magiftrates  of  Edinburgh,  and  to  dif- 
cufs  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Dundas.     The  witnefs  Lynam  was  re- 
ported to  be  a  fpy:  he  was  tried,  on  the  13th  of  June,  at, the 
Committee  of  Delegates,    and  acquitted  by  a  great  majority. 
Martin  was  prefent  at  the  meeting  at  the  Globe  Tavern :  he 
fays,  he  was  there  before  the  meeting  began :  when  they  at- 
fembled,    the  floor  gave  way — they  went  to  the  room  above 
flairs— there  was  a  place  built  for  a  mufician  on  one  one  fide  of 
the  room— Martin,  Richter,  Hardy,  and  Ramfey,  were  there— 
the  fhort-hand  writer  reported  Margarot's  trial.    The  next  thing 
was  an  addrefs  to  the  nation,   which  was  carried :  Hardy  was 
there,  and  he  gave  the  toafts,  and  bills  recommended  to  be  ftuck 
up,  faying' what  grievances  they  want  to  be  redrefled.  The  next 
thing  that  came  forward  was  a  box  for  the  fubfeription  to  fup- 
port the  delegates  in  Scotland,  which  was  13J.  3s.  5A,  and  nine 
bad  (hillings.    It  was  propofed  to  publiih  the  names  of  iboie 
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who  had  given  evidence  againft  the  patriots,  and  this  was  ob- 
jected to  by  Thelwall,  on  account  of  producing  maflacres;  they 
were  to  choofe  two  fub-delegates  to  watch  the  Parliament  every 
night,  and  a  Committee  was  chofen  to  watch  the  parliamentary 
proceedings. — Upon  the  30th  of  January  it  was  propofed  to 
open  diviuons  to  all  parts,  and  raife  fubfcriptions  for  the  delegates 
in  Scotland.  No.  13  recommend  to  thofe  members  not  to  fub- 
fcribe.  No.  8  wifhed  to  know  if  they  fhould  remove ;  there, 
were  a  vail  number  of  prefs-gangs  conftantly  about,  and  they 
loft  their  bufinefs.  Thelwall  moved  to  appoint  a  further  Com- 
mittee of  Delegates,  to  confidef  of  meafures  to  be  purfued  during 
this  pofture  of  affairs;  thofe  of  the  General  Committee  of  De- 
legates chofen,  to  be  filled  up  by  the  other  delegates,  to  be  in- 
verted with  difcretionary  power  to  report  to  the  Committee, 
who  might  diflblve  them  when  they  pleafed:  Martin,  Baxter, 
Thelwall,  and  Moore,  are  named — it  is  carried  unanimoufly— 
the  Secret  Committee  to  confider  what  meafures  were  neceilary 
to  be  adopted,  according  to  the  meafures  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, and  to  call  a  General  Committee  of  Delegates  when  they 
faw  proper.  A  Sub-committee  of  three,  was  pfopofed  to  con- 
fider of  raifing  fubfcriptions  for  the  delegates  in  Scotland.  Thel- 
wall propofed  a  Committee  of  two,  as  a  Committee  of  Exigence, 
to  report  to  the  General  Committee — this  was  withdrawn.  A 
letter  was  ftated  from  Briftol  to  their  old  friends  new  revived.— 
Upon  the  6th  of  February,  Hardy  being  prefent,  there  is  a  mo- 
tion from  the  Permanent  Committee  to  appoint  others  not  known* 
His  memorandum  is — as  it  was  thought  dangerous,  they  were 
to  be  diflblved,  and  to  name  others,  and  their  names  not  to  be 
mentioned. 

You  will  take  notice,  Gentlemen,  of  the  progrefs  of  this  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee,  which  was  to  be  a  Secret  Committee 
to  a£t  in  the  prefent  pofture  of  affairs ;  that  afterwards  this  Com- 
mittee was  diflblved  in  this  extraordinary  manner  \  they  were  to 
name  a  Secret  Committee  whofe  names  were  not  to  be  known, 
fo  that  the  bufinefs  was  to  be  conducted  by  a  Secret  Committee, 
who  might  probably  be  the  fame  perfons,  who  might  not  be 
known  to  be  the  fame  perfons ;  and  the  ground  of  it  is,  that  it 
was  thought  to  be  dangerous.  What  it  was  that  the  Secret 
Committee  were  to  do,  is  matter  of  obfervation  upon  this  ex- 
traordinary proceeding.  There  is  a  letter  in  a  parcel  from 
Sheffield,  from  Margarot,  dated  the  nth  of  January,  and  a 
letter  from  Gerald,  for  a  fhort-hand  writer  to  come  down  and 
take  his  trial ;  a  motion  to  reprint  the  Rights  of  Swine ;  a  mo- 
tion for  a  Committee  of  feven  to  revife  the  new  conftitution ;  a 
motion  that  5000  copies  of  Lord  Stanhope's  fpeech  upon  foreign 
troops  be  printed,  and  return  him  thanks.  He  fays,  he  ceaied 
to  be  a  delegate  foon  after;  he  was  then  aiked,  who  and  what  he 
was;,  he  describes  himfelf  to  be  an  ironmonger!  and  in  the  corn- 
Vox..  II,  4  A  miffior 
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miffion  line ;  that  he  was  firft  among  thefe  focieties  t*y  accident 
at  the  fign  of  the  Manfion  ffoufe,  where  he  faw  fome  of  the 
refolutions,  when  he  told  the  landlord  that  this  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  meeting"  to  overturn  the  conftitution,  and  advifed  him  not 
to  let  them  meet  there  any  mpre.  He  fays,  he  went  into  the 
room  and  converted  with  Watfon,  and  he  refers  to  a  paper  which 
the  landlord  fhewed  him,  which  was  the  refolutioh  and  addrefs 
of  the.  fociety,  and  he  refers  to  a  paper  aated  October  I,  179& 

Upon  his  crofs-examinatjion  he  fays  further,  that  he  is  in  the 
comrmflion  line;. has  done  bufinefs  for  Birmingham  and  Shef- 
field ;  he  has.  no  commiffion  from  any  manufactory  at  prefent;  he 
is  now  applying  for  bufineft  at  the  Eaft 'Indies;  he  was  feven 
years  in  this  way  in  a  fmall  degree ;  did  a  great  deal  of  bufinefs 
kft  feafon ;  that  he  firft  had  a  warehoufe  in  Wood  Street — from 
there  he  came  to,  Walbrookj  he  has  not  been  in  the  retail  branch 
fince  he  left  Alexander's  houfe:  that  the  refolutions  and  addreffes 
were  firft  publifhed  upon  the  24th  of  May,  1 792 ;  he  feemed  to 
think  as  them.  He  fays,  when  he  wis  tried  for  being  a  fpy,  he 
was  tried  upon  the  evidence  of  Several  gentlemen,  who  were 
brought  forward  to  prove  that  he  was  not  a  friend  to  the  fociety. 
He  had  been  abfent  in  StafFordfhire  and  Yorklhire  for  fome 
time.  He  confulted  with  a  friend,  who  recommended  it  to  him 
to  make  report  of  thefe  tranfaCtions,  and  he  has  done  fo  from 
time  to  time.  He  thinks  the  firft  report  he  made  was  the  9th  of 
O6tober,  1792 :  he  made  his  reports  to  one  whom  he  was  certain 
would  communicate  thofe  reports  to  the  proper  channel,  but  that 
the  perfon  was  not  a  magistrate.  He  faid,  that  he  put  down 
every  thing  he  could ;  it  was  his  duty  to  do  fo,  for  he  was  to 
report  to  his  own  divifion,  and  he  gave  the  fame  reports  to  his 
divifionas  he  did  to  government. 

Gentlemen,    it  has  been  a  tedious  work  to  go  through  the 
broken  account  of  the  tranfadtions  of  this  man's  notes,  but,  upon 
the  whole,  they  carry  with  them  very  great  marks  of  authen- 
ticity, and  with  refpeCt  to  thofe  faCts  which  were  clearly  col- 
lected from  them,  they  feem  weightily  proved,  for  I  cannot  fee 
that  the  evidence  of  this  man  is  fhaken  in  any  particular  what- 
ever j  for  if  any  man  choofes  to  give  information  of  proceedings 
which  he  took  to  be  dangerous  to  the  conftitution,  to  fay  that 
'that  is  to  afFe&  his  credit,  is  not  a  thing  fit  to  be  aflerted  in  a 
Court  of  Juftice,  nor  fit  to  be  encouraged  by  a  Jury.     Where 
men  of  this  defcription  give  evidence,  and  they  give  evidence 
in  a  way  that  is  fairly  open  to  obfervation,  the  circumftance  of 
their  giving  evidence  in  that  marine*  will  have  its  weight ;  but 
if  their  evidence  in  other  refpeCts'  is  confiftent,  uniform,  proba- 
ble, and  unimpeached,  it  is  not  enough  to  fay  this  man  went  into 
this  fociety  on  purpofe  to  inform  the  mag ift rate  what  was  paffing, 
for  it  feemed  neceffary  that  that  mould  be  done-— it  was  the  duty 
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were  any  fecret  proceedings,  it  was  the  duty  r>f  the  magiftrate, 
by  all  poflible  means,,  to  brine  thofe  proceedings  all  forward  to 
the  teft  of  the  law,  to  fee  if  there  is  any  thing  irregular  in  them 
or  no ;  and  the  mlgiftrate  would  n£gle&  his  duty  if  he  did  not 
do  fo. 

Gentlemen,  the  next  witnefs  is  Maclean.  He  produces  a  let* 
ter  found  upon  Adams,  the  fecretary  of  the  Constitutional  So- 
ciety, of  the  13th  of  OAober,  .1792 — a  letter  from  the  editors 
of  the  Patriot,  at  Sheffield,  directed  to  John  Andree,  fecretary  to 
the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  and  of  the  Rights  of 
Man,  at  Stockport.  This  letter,  though  of  a  pretty  old  date,  is 
one  that  feems  to  deferve  attention,  and  therefore,  if  you  pleafe, 
it  (hall  be  read  to  you,  to  fhew  the  extraordinary  diligence  and 
attention  with  which  the  making  of  profelytes  to  this  caufe  was 
purfued  in  that  part  of  the  country,  as  well  as  in  many  others. 

(  The  letter  was  read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Courts  dated  Odober 
the  13//&,  1792.J     See  page  277,  Vol.  I.  of  this  work. 

(The  anfwer  was  alfo  read  by  the  Qerk  of  the  Court.)  See 
Appendix  to  this  work. 

The  next  witnefs  is  Coates  $  he  was  an  apprentice  to  Frank- 
low,  No.  1,  China  Walk,  Lambeth.  He  (ays,  he  was  bound  in 
November  laft;  that  Franklow  ufed  to  be  out  late  at  nights, 
exercifing  twice  a  week,  and  went  on  exercifing  with  fire-arms 
up  flairs  twice  a  Week,  about  eight  o'clock  in  the  evening; 
Shelmerdine  and  Williams  were  two  of  the  perfons  who  ufed 
to  be  there ;  there  were  about  eight  of  them,  and  he  fuppofes 
thev  were  the  fame  perfons;  the  wmdow-fhutters  ufed  to  be  (hut, 
ana  the  (ire  arms  lay  upon  the  board ;  they  ufed  to  go  fometimes 
toWorcefter  Street,  in  the  Borough  \  that  he  once  faw  his  mafter 
in  regimentals,  and  that  Mr.  Williams  had  a  uniform ;  he  law 
his  mailer  in  regimentals  one  Sunday  morning  in  the  houfe. 

James  Walfh  fays,  he  was  at  Chalk  Farm  when  Richter  read 
the  refolutions,  and  he  heard  the  word  Convention  mentioned  by 
him,  and  that  they  formed  a  correfpondence  with  different  fo* 
cieties,  afid  different  towns.  That  Was  all  he  could  fay,  except 
that  there  were  200,000  copies  of  the  refolutions  to  be  printed; 
and  he  faid  that  Thelwall  fpoke  very  violently. 

The  next  witnefs  is  Thomas  Green.  He  fays  he  is  a  perfu- 
mer, that  he  alfo  deals  in  knives  and  cutlery ;  that  it  is  cufto- 
mary  for  perfumers  to  deal  in  fuch  articles.  He  fays,  he  had  a 
knife  with  a  catch  m  the  back ;  that  he  had  three  dozen  of  them 
from  Sheffield.  He  fays,  they  were  packed  in  fmall  parcels;  he 
has  fold  fourteen  of  tnem ;  he  can  name  three  or  four  perfons 
who  bought  fingle  knives,  and  one  was  the  prtibner  at  the  bar, 
and  that  he  gave  him  fix  others  in  the  package ;  he  was  to  make 
choice  of  one,  and  if  he  could  difpofe  of  the  reft,  he  might :  he 
did  not  book  them  to  him,  and  he  returned  four  the  week  after. 
It  turned  out,  the  reft  were  not  returned  till  after  Hardy  was  ap- 
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prehended ;  he  had  hot  called  for  them  before.  He  had  fold  one 
to  Billington,  and  one  to  Groves :  he  had  them  from  Scofield 
and  Company,  in  Sheffield.  He  fays,  that  he  had  dealt  with  an- 
other perfon  in  Sheffield,  but  that  they  had  riders  who  called  and 
{hewed  him  this  knife,  and  fo  he  ordered  this  parcel :  they  are  to 
be  had  in  the  Strand,  and  in  other  places.  He  fays,  he  does  not 
know  how  Hardy  came  to  know  he  had  them.  He  fays,  he  was 
eating  his  fupper  with  one  of  thefe  knives  in  Compton  Street, 
after  the  Chalk  Farm  meeting,  and  there  was  an  obfervation 
made  upon  them  that  they  were  a  very  ufeful  knife.  He  (aid,  he 
ufed  fuch  a  knife  as  this  feven  years  ago.  This  is  upon  the 
crofs-examination.  He  has  twenty  of  the  three  dozen  left ;  moft 
cutlers'  (hops  have  them.  As  to  Groves,  he  <5ame  to  purchafe  a 
knife,  and  he  remarked  the  utility  of  the  knife.  He  did  not  tell 
Groves  he  had  fold  two  or  three  nundred  of  them ;  that  he  might 
fay  it  was  a  faleable  article,  not  choofing  to  difcourage  the  (ale 
of  his  own  goods.  He  did  not  fay  his  wife  was  a  damned  arifto- 
crat,  he  did  not  ufe  fuch  an  expreflion ;  he  did  not  defire  Groves 
to  fpeak  low.  They  were  open  in  a  glafs  cafe  for  fale.  He  did 
not  keep  them  to  fell  to  mifchievous  people — he  does  not  remem- 
ber a  word  about  mentioning  either  his  wife  or  ariftocrat — he 
never  wifhed  to  keep  that  circumftance  from  his  wife  that  he  fold 
thefe  knives. 

Now  here  is  undoubtedly  a  flat  contradi&ion  between  this 
witnefs  and  Groves.  They  are  both  the  witneflfes  called  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown :  they  certainly  put  you  under  a  dilemma, 
which  makes  it  difficult  for  you  to  judge  that  Groves  is  a  perfon 
that  is  entitled  to  credit  for  what  he  has  faid;  at  the  fame  time 
though  contradi&ed  in  this  particular,  as  he  is  not  contradi&ed  in 
other  particulars,  where  witnefles  might  have  been  called  to  have 
contradi&ed  him,  is  a  circumftance  for  your  consideration.  I 
am  not  at  all  inclined  to  defire  you  to  give  more  credit  when  he 
is  contradicted  in  one  particular,  than  you  think  he  is  entitled  to 
upon  the  whole. 

The  next  witnefs  is  Edward  Hodfon,  a  printer ;  he  declines 
anfwering  whether  he  printed  a  paper  which  was  (hewn  to  him; 
but  allows  that  one  Hodgfon  brought  him  a  copy  to  print  refpect- 
ing  the  ins  and  outs.  (See  page  97,  of  this  volume.)  He 
fays  he  has  not  any  reafon  to  think  they  had  any  thing  but  a  reform 
of  Parliament  in  view,  that  they  meant  to  attack  the  King,  or 
difplace  the  Lords ;  he  would  not  have  continued  in  the  fociety 
a  moment  longer,  if  he  had  fuppofed  any  fuch  thing ;  he  fays  that 
upon  Hardy  and  Adams  being  taken  up,  and  reports  being  in 
circulation,  that,  under  pretence  of  reform,  they  had  other  ob- 
jects, he  left  them.  He  faid,  he  underftood  the  Convention  was 
not  a  thing  determined  upon ;  that  they  were  to  take  the  advice 
of  the  focieties  in  the  country  whether  they  were  to  aflemble  a 
Convention:  he  bid  there  was  no  idea  of  making  laws,  or  in- 
troducing 
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troducing  the  anarchy  of  France  into  England*  he  fays,  he  has 
read  the  refolutions  at  Chalk  Farm ;  that  he  had  feen  the  printed 
account  of  the  proceedings  of  the  20th  of  January;  he  did  not 
know  of  their  having  any  thing  to  do  with  the  works  of  Paine ; 
that  feyeral  people  applied  to  him  to*  print  the  proceedings  at 
Chalk  Farm. 

The  next  witnefc  is  from  Edinburgh,  George  Rofs,  a  member 
of  the  fociety  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  in  Edinburgh,  *and  a 
member  of  the  Britifh  Convention.  In  the  end  of  November, 
or  the  beginning  of  December  laft,  there  were  delegate  from 
the  other  (otieties  in  Scotland  to  the  Britifh  Convention  in  Edin- 
burgh :  he  received  fome  papers  from  Mr.  Stock  at  Edinburgh, 
a  member  of  a  fociety  of  the  fame  nature,  and  fent  feveral  of 
them  into  the  country:  he  fent  fome  to  Perth  to  Mr.  Miller,  one 
to  Strathaven,  one  to  Paifley ;  he  is  not  certain  if  he  fent  one  to 
Dundee ;  he  cannot  be  certain  whether  he  was  prefent  at  the  vote 
of  union  in  the  Convention,*when  they  extended  their  hands  r  he 
remembers  the  faft  of  their  difperlion ;  he  fays  the  circular  letter 
which  has  been  produced,  is  the  paper  that  was  fent  by  him  into 
different  parts  of  the  country. 

Upon  his  crofs-examination  he  (ays,  that  his  only  objed  was 
a  reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons ;  he  never  thought  there  was 
an  intention  to  attack  the  King  or  Houfe  of  Lords ;  they  did 
not  at  all  confider  themfelves  as  a  Parliament,  and  be  thought 
the  proper  means  was  petitioning;  he  conceived  no  other 
intent ;  there  was  nothing  faid  againft  the  King  that  he  heard. 
He  fays,  it  would  have  been  foolifh  enough  for  them  to  attempt  to 
bind  the  people.  The  Britifh  Convention  confifted  of  about 
200  people ;  that  they  had  no  arms  to  attack  the  magiftracy,  no 
\  means  of  refiftance.  He  fays,  they  had  nothing  illegal  in 
their  thoughts ;  if  he  had  thought  the  meeting  had  been  illegal! 
he  would  not  have  joined  \  or  if  he  had  thought  it  dangerous  to 
the  King,  he  would  not  have  done  it.  All  the  focieties  were  on 
the  fame  ground ;  that  they  were  moft  of  them  people  of  good 
chara&er,  people  of  fober  lives  and  morals.  He  fays,  he  does 
not  recoiled  being  , prefent  at  a  particular  refolution  which  was 
read  to  him.  He  fays,  he  thinks  he  was  prefent  at  the  refolu- 
tion about  the  Habeas  Corpus  Aft,  and  that  they  were  to  meet 
at  the  place  appointed  by  a  Secret  Committee ;  that,  as  he  under* 
flood,  it  wa^  for  a  new  Convention,  to  petition  Parliament ;  he 
would  not  have  agreed  to  it  upon  any  other  terms ;  and  they 
were  to  fpecify  a  particular  plan  of  reform. 

Arthur  M'Ewen  lays,  he  lives  at  the  Water  of  Leith.  He 
fays,  he  remembers  the  committee  of  which  Watt  was  a  member* 
Befides  the  Committee  of  Union,  there  was  another  committee, 
a  Sub -committee  of  Ways  and  Means— Mr.  Stock,  Mr.  Brooke, 
Mr.  Aitchefon,  Mr.  Waldron,  Mr.  Downie,  Mr.  Watt,  and 
hunfelf,  were  members  of  that  committee)  including  the  affairs 
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of  Mr.  Skirving.  He  (ays,  he  never  faw  the  letter  enquired 
after ;  that  Watt  read  a  plan  to  them  to  feize  the  Lord  Juftice 
Clerk  of  Scotland,  and  the  reft  of  the  Lords  of  Council  and 
Seifion,  and  the  Lord  Provoft  of  Edinburgh ;  to  kindle  a  fire  at 
the  Excife-ofHce,  in  the  New  Town  $  that  parties  (hould  be 
ftationed  in  the  ftreet,  to  intercept  the  foldiers  as  they  came 
down  from  the  Caftle,  and  the  fire  was  to  draw  the  military  from 
the  Caftle,  and,  coming  to  a  point,  they  were  to  inclofe  diem 
between  two  fires ;  they  were  to  be  indofed  by  two  parties  in 
thefe  different  ftations ;  that  two  parties  were  to  feize  the  dif- 
ferent banking~houfes  in  Edinburgh,  and  commiflioriers  were  to 
be  appointed  to  go  and  demand  the  cafh  from  the  banks.  He  did 
not  know  who  was  to  execute  this.  The  witnefs  faid,  he  ob- 
jected to  all  this,  and  faid  he  would  not  agree  to  any  thing  that 
{hould  difturb  the  peace,  or  flied  the  blood  of  his  countrymen. 
Mr.  Waldron  agreed  with  him,  and  no  further  communication 
was  made  at  that  time.  He  fays,  at  another  time,  Watt  propofed 
a  plan  that  there  (hould  be  a  proclamation,  prohibiting  all  fanners 
that  dealt  in  corn)  hay,  and  grain,  to  remove  the  fame  from  their 
refpeftive  places  of  abode,  upon  pain  of  death ;  and  then  there 
was  to  be  an  order  that  the  King  and  his  Minifters  {hould  put  an 
end  to  the  bloody  war,  or  abide  by  the  confequences.  The  copy 
of  this  addrefs  was  to  be  fent  off  to  the  King,  the  morning  after 
the  attack.  He  £ud,  thefe  things  did  not  belong  to  the  caufe  of 
reform,  and  he  would  have  nothing;  to  do  with  them.  That 
Watt  befpoke  fome  pikes  of  Orroct,  a  finith.  Watt  faid,  one 
that  he  had  Sketched  upon  a  board  would  do.  He  bade  him  work 
hard,  for  he  had  four  thoufand  to  fend  to  Perth,  befides  what  he 
had  to  diftribute  about  Edinburgh.  Mr.  Stock  was  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  faid  he  was  going  to  London  or  Briftol,  and  would 
"wait  on  Mr.  Hardy,  by  the  defire  of  Watt,  with  whom  he  wifhed 
to  correfpond  in  a  fafe  manner.  By  the  defire  of  Watt,  Stock 
took  this  letter,  and  promifed  he  would  do  every  thing  in  his 
power  to  eftablifh  a  correfpondence.  Stock  took  a  flip  of  paper, 
and  gave  him  a  token,  which  he  confidered  as  a  fecure  mode  of 
correfpondence.  The  letter  was  fignifying,  that  the  ariftocrats 
were  doing  fo  and  fo,  and  the  democrats  were  doing  fo  and  fa 
He  was  to  call  again,  but  he  faw  him  no  more. 

Upon  his  crofs-examination  he  fays,  that  the  fociety  to  which 
he  belonged  confifted  of  about  20  j  chat  he  attended  the  Conven- 
tion feveral  times ,  that  they  met  of  a  night  to  obtain  a  parlia- 
mentary reform  by  petition,  and  that  it  was  to  come  under  con- 
fideration  the  night  of  the  difperfion.  Upon  that,  there  was  a 
fcroll  of  a  petition  brought  forward 5  they  put  a  negative  upon  it, 
in  a  certain  way,  by  calling  for  the  order  of  the  day.  So  that 
in  that  ftory  of  his  he  mult  be  miftaken.  He  fays,  it  was  to 
come  under  cohfideration  the  night  of  the  difperfion — that  there 
were  near  200  members— they  had  no  arms,  and  he  had  never 
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heard  of  an  intention  to  ufe  force ;  univerfal  fuffrage,  and  an- 
nua) or  triennial  Parliaments,  was  their  object—-  there  was  no- 
thing faid  touching  the  King  or  Lords*  He  was  then  afked  for 
what  purpofe  that  Committee  of  Union  was  formed ;  he  fays,  he 
cannot  undertake  to  fay  what  that  Committee  of  Union  was 
formed  for ;  he  never  was  in  it  but  that  night  when  Skirving's 
letter  was  read,  at  the  time  of  meeting,  ana  he  was  appointed  a 
member  of  the  Committee  of  Union,  when  a  Sub-committee 
was  formed.  He  fays,  he  heard  the  delegates  were  to  have  an- 
other Convention,  of  the  time  and  place  of  meeting  of  which 
they  were  to  get  information  from  the  focieties. 

The  next  witnefs  is  William  Middleton.  He  fays,  he  fearched 
the  houfes  of  Watt  and  Orrock  on  the  15th  of  May,  where  he 
found  a  number  of  pikes  finifhed  and  unfinifhed  j  but  nothing 
turns  on  that 

Gentlemen,  this  is  the  evidence  they  give  of  a  confpiracy 
breaking  out  in  Scotland  after  the  difperhon  of  the  Convention, 
which  Mr.  Attorney  General  makes  a  part  of  this  general  plan 
in  this  country — that  by  poflibility,  Hardy's  circular  letter,  or 
fome  other  of  Hardy's  publications,  or  of  the  Sheffield  fociety, 
or  the  Constitutional  Society,  might  have  excited  this,  is  cer- 
tainly true,  and  therefore  the  evidence  could  not  be  rejefted;  but 
as  to  the  bringing  home  to  Hardy  that  he  was  implicated  in  this 
confpiracy,  it  does4  not  appear  to  me  to  go  to  that  length,  for  all 
the  conversation  about  the  letter,  of  carrying  a  letter  to  Hardy 
by  Stock,  comes  to  nothing;  Hardy  never  had  that  letter. 
Upon  the  whole,  therefore,  it  does  rather  feem  to  have  been 
fomething  that  had  broke  out  in  confequence  of  the  pains  that 
have  been  taken  in  general  throughout  the  country  to  irritate  it; 
but  I  cannot  fee  any  thing  to  fuppofe  that  Hardy  could  poffibly 
be  concerned  in  this  part  of  the  confpiracy,  or  knew  any  thing 
at  all  about  it 

The  next  witnefs  is  John  Shaw.  He  produced  papers  found 
upon  Thelwall  and  upon  Martin,  and  thefe  papers  are  of  Mar* 
tin's  hand-writing,  one  copy  of  which  is  found  in  Martin's  pot 
/effion,  and  another  copy  in  ThelwalFs,  on  the  13th  of  May, 
after  Hardy  was  apprehended ;  but  they  become  evidence  even 
in  this  cafe  againft  Hardy,  from  the  circumftance  of  their  having 
been  proved  by  two  witnefles  to  have  been  in  Martin's  poueiEon 
before  Hardy  was  apprehended  j  they  therefore  were  papers  ex* 
ifting  before  his  apprehenfion.  This  paper  purports  t  to  be  the 
projed  of  refolutions  for  the  meeting  at  Chalk  Farm ;  they  difw 
fer  eflentially  from  the  refolutions  thai  were  there  agreed  to,  and 
appear  to  be  of  a  more  dired  violent  caft  than  thofe  refolutions 
were,  becaufe  they  point  out  immediately  to  the  perfon  of  the 
Kins — it  is  proper  you  mould  hear  that  paper  now  read. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  of  tbt  Court.)     See  page  126  of  this 
volume. 

The 
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The  refolution  that  affe&s  my  mind  moft,  is  the  laft— 
tt  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  right  and  bounden  duty  of  the  people 
to  punifh  all  traitors  againft  the  nation,  and  that  the  following 
words  are  now  not  a  part  of  the  oath  of  allegiance,  to  wit — 
4 1  declare  it  is  not  lawful,  on  any  pretence  whatever,  to  take 
arms  againft  the  King." — What  is  conveyed  by  that,  is  too 
apparent. 

A  more  dangerous,  and  a  more  treafonable  paper,  was  hardly 
ever  feen.  Of  this  paper  I  have  to  remark,  there  is  no  evidence 
which  brings  it  home  diredly  to  the  prifoner  Hardy,  but  the 
evidence  dates  this — that  it  is  manifestly  a  draft  of  a  refolution, 
which,  in  the  mind  of  the  drawer,  was  intended  for  a  refolution 
of  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  affembled  at  that  time, 
the  14th  of  April,  1794.  Upon  that  14th  of  April,  the  Chalk 
Farm  refolutions  were  promulgated  j  the  paper  was  found  upon 
Thelwall  and  Martin,  who  were  taking  an  a&ive  part  at  that 
meeting  i  and  fuch  a  paper  found  upon  Thelwall  and  Martin  go 
but  too  plainly  to  {hew  what  was  floating  in  the  minds  of  thefe 
men — that  fome  very  dangerous  defigns  were  conceived  by  fome 
of  them,  and  intended  to  be  brought  forward  by  fome  people, 
but  by  which  of  them  there  is  no  direft  evidence — that  you 
can  only  guefs  at  You  know,  that  of  thofe  who  trarua&ed  the 
bufmefs  of  this  fociety,  Hardy  was  a  principal  one ;  you  will 
judge  whether  that  convinces  you  that  he  had  any  thing  to  do 
with  this,  or  whether  it  has  nothing  to  do  but  with  the  perfon 
upon  whom  it  was  found;  that  is  matter  for  your  conflderation: 
but  it  certainly  (hews  that,  in  the  minds  of  thefe  perfons,  there 
was  dancer  in  the  moft  alarming  degree  of  violence*  that  one 
can  hardly  venture'  to  contemplate — a  degree  of  wickednefe  one 
can  hardly  fuppofe  poifible. 

Gentlemen,  with  this  evidence,  the  proof  on  the  part  of  the 
profecution  clofes — I  will  now,  therefore,  ftate  to  you  the  evi- 
dence on  the  part  of  the  prifoner. 

Lorriman  Goddard  is  the  firft  witnefs.  He  /ays,  he  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  his  divifion  was 
No.  a,  the  fame  as  Hardy's.  He  fays,  he  attended^  very  regu- 
larly— he  does  not  know  that  he  mi  (fed  a  night  for  two  year* 
He  fays,  he  ceafed  to  be  a  member  when  Hardy  was  taken  up; 
that  Hardy  was  rarely  abfent— hardly  ever  abfent;  that  he  hardly 
ever  miffed  calling  on  Hardy  on  a  Sunday  >  that  he  was  a  re- 
markable peaceable  man,  and  friendly  to  all ;  that  when  the 
meetings  were  difperfed,  he  defired  that  they  would  not  even 
bring  a  ftick  with  them  j  that  his  obje&s  were  a  parliamentary 
reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons ;  that  it  was  no  part  of  their 
view  to  make  any  alteration  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords ;  he  had  no 
views  as  to  the  Crown.  He  fays,  that  he  had  feveral  convert- 
tioas  with  Hardy  on  political  fubje&s 5  that  curiofity  led  him  to 
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afk  hirt  a  number  of  queftions ;  that  he  had  no  reafon  ta  believe 
he  had  difFerent  views  from  him.  He  fays,  he  never  heard  of  the 
letter  about  the  pikes.  He  fays,  his  brother  introduced  him,  and 
that  he  was  at  the  Globe  Tavern  and  at  Chalk  Farm  5  that  every 
thing  was  very  peaceable;  that  there  were  fome  refolutions  in 
print,  and  that  the  paper  contained  a  corre&  account  of  what 
patted.  He  thought  all  that  was  tranfa&ed  at  both  places  was 
agreeable  to  the  law  of  the  land ;  he  knew  that  the  iociety  fent 
delegates  to  the  Scotch  Convention,  but  that  he  himfelf  was  not 
in  office.  He  fays,  he  has  heard  of  a  Secret  Committee ;  he 
never  heard  who  they  were ;  he  does  not  think  that  the  body 
knew  who  the  Secret  Committee  were ;  he  knew  nothing  of 
their  proceedings,  nor  did  he  choofe  to  attend  after  Hardy  was 
taken  up.  Mr.  Margarot  and  Mr.  Gerald  were  the  delegates 
to  the  Scotch  Convention.  He  was  in  the  fociety  two  years 
within  a  month,  but  not  before  the  6th  of  Auguft,  1702.  He 
fays,  he  heard  of  a  circular  letter,  which  went  to  Scotland,  foe 
calling  another  Convention;  he  does  not  know  how  it  got  there; 
he  heard  of  this  at  his  divifion ;  that  this  was  to  call  a  Conven- 
tion ;  that  there  might  be  fongs  after  dianer,  but  fongs  were  not 
in  general  introduced ;  he  has  heard  of  the  fong,  "  God  lave 
the  Rights  of  Man."  He  has  feen  the  fong,  tt  Plant,  plant  the 
Tree,"  but  never  heard  it  fung.  A  man  ufed  to  attend  the  fo- 
ciety with  a  pack  of  iHle  fongs ;  they  had  all  Mr.  ThelwalPs 
fongs,  which  he  did  not  think  there  was  any  harm  in ;  three  of 
his  fongs  were  printed  on  one  fheet  of  paper ;  he  cannot  recoi- 
led the  title. — The  only  obfervation  that  occurs  to  me  upon  this 
evidence  is,  the  diftance  at  which  he  feems  to  have  been  kept 
from  all  knowledge  of  what  was  doing:  there  was  a  Secret 
Committee,  and  the  Secret  Committee  feems  to  have  managed 
every  thing;  that  related  to  all  the  material  concerns  of  the  fo- 
ciety; and  it  is  remarkable,  that  this  perfon  conne&ed  with 
Hardy  did  not  know  any  thing  with  regard  to  the  circumftance 
of  the  pikes :  whether  that  happened  by  accident,  or  there  was 
any  reafon  for  not  letting  Turn  into  the  bufinefs  of  the  pikes,  is 
a  good  deal  uncertain.  Upon  this  bufinefs,  it  is  certain,  other 
perfons  were  acquainted  with  it ;  and  it  is  not  eafy  to  fee  why 
he  fhould  not  have  been  made  acquainted  with  it. 

Francis  Dowling  fays,  he  was  a  member  of  the  London  Cor* 
refponding  Society ;  that  their  objeft  was  a  parliamentary  reform 
in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  they  had  no  other  object: ;  they  ' 
had  110  thoughts  againft  the  King  or  Houfe  of  Lords ;  they  had 
no  idea  of  oppeding  the  government  by  force ;  that  it  was  quite 
the  contrary,  or  any  intention  againft  any  thing  beyond  reform* 
The  object  of  the  Convention,  he  fays,  was  to  get  the  fenfe  of 
the  delegates  from  the  different  divifions,  to  obtain  a  reform  in 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  there  was  no  intention  of  pro* 
ceeding  by  force  in  any  member  of  the  fociety.    He  fays,  that 
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he  was  two  years  and  an  half  in  the  divifion,  and  never  taw  or 
heard  of  the  letter  from  Sheffield  about  pikes.  He  fays,  he  was 
at  this  fociety  from  the  commencement.  He  dined  at  the  Crown 
and  Anchor  the  2d  of  May ;  there  was  feme  mufic,  but  be  does 
not  know  what  it  was.  He  was  at  Chalk  Farm ;  he  (aw  the 
refolutions  at  the  Globe  Tavern ;  he  does  not  know  what  they 
were ;  he  was  once  a  delegate  for  fix  months ;  he  knew  Spence's 
fhop,  and  has  bought  pamphlets  of  S  pence ;  has  been  at  Frank- 
low's  ;  he  had  never  feen  any  exercifing  at  Franklow's,  nor  had 
he  heard  of  Edwards's  pike,  or  Hillier's ;  he  had  heard  of  their 
exercifing ;  he  has  heard  of  a  Committee  of  Correfpondence — 
if  there  was  one,  it  was  voted  by  ballot.  He  knows  Hodgfon 
the  hatter,  but  he  never  knew  of  a  fecond  Secret  Committee 
appointed  after  the  apprehenfion  of  Hardy ;  he  knew  nothing  of 
a  Secret  Committee  in  Academy  Court ;  he  knows  Smith ;  he 
never  heard  of  the  Guillotine,  and  he  never  heard  of  the,  Shef- 
field letter,  till  he  faw  it  in  the  report;  he  never  heard  of  the 
order  to  ftick  bills  up  in  the  night ;  he  did  not  conceive  it  any 
thing  criminal  in  flicking  up  a  bill — it  depended  upon  the  con- 
tents of  it.  Ht  fays,  he  did  not  hear  all  the  contents  of  the 
refolutions.  The  tenor  of  the  conduit  of  the  people,  he  fays, 
was  peaceable,  at  Chalk  Farm.  He  fays,  he.  voted  without 
hearing  diftin&ly,  but  that  others  attended  more,  and  that  he 
voted  becaufe  others  did; — the  way  in  which  the  majority  of  this 
aflembly,  I  dare  fey,  was  very  often  obtained* 

Alexander  Wills  (ays,  he  was  a  member  of  the  London  Cor- 
refponding  Society  between  two  and  three  years,  which  met  in 
order  to  obtain  a  reform  in  the  Houfe  ot%  Commons — full  of 
refpecl:,  and  honour,  and  fidelity  to  the  King:  he  never  had 
reafon  to  think  others  intended  otherwife — never,  to  his  know- 
ledge, was  it  intended  to  do  any  thing  by  force— ^that  he  would 
not  have  continued  in  the  fociety,  if  they  had  had  any  intention 
of  doing  any  thing  by  force — he  never  heard  of  any  fuch  inten- 
tion, till  he  faw  it  in  the  reports  of  the  Secret  Committee.  He 
fays,  the  prifoner  Hardy  is  the  mod  amiable  character,  from  all 
he  had  heard. 

Upon  his  crofs-examination  he  fays,  as  to  himfelf,  he  Is  a 
dancing-mafter.  He  became  a  member  of  the  London  Corre- 
sponding Society,  he  fays,  foon  after  he  became  a  member  of  the 
Conftitutional  Society.  He  wi(hed  to  hear  clever  men — he  took 
his  rule  of  politics  from  the  newfpapers — he  did  not  hear  any 
fubjeft  but  politics  difcufled — he  did  not  constantly  attend  their 
meetings-— he  was  but  little  acquainted  with  their  proceedings — 
he  did  not  fee  the  boofcis— he  never  knew  any  body  profecuted 
for  affifting  them  in  their  views — he  may  have  given  a  (hilling, 
or  two,  or  five,  or  two  guineas,  or  five  guineas,,  to  afiift  Carter. 
He  fays,  he  often  gives  five  guineas,  and  does  not  know  who 
he  gives  it  to ;  he  was  preffedupon  that,  and  (aid,  he  (poke  by 
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toy  of  metaphor;  at  laft,  he  lays,  he  never  did  give  guineas- 
he  did  give  a  few  (hillings.  He  fays,  he  is  not  fure  that  he 
gave  more  than  that :  he  fays,  he  never  heard  of  the  Secret 
Committee,  nor  of  a  Committee  of  Correfpondence.  I  think, 
notwithftanding  that  ftrange  flourifli  of  his  concerning  the  five 
guineas  and  five  (hillings,  at  leaft,  that  there  was  no  harm  in 
this  witnefs. 

The  next  witnefs,  Archibald  Hunter,  was  then  called.  He 
fays,  he  knew  Hardy — he  was  of  his  divifion — his  objeft  was 
a  parliamentary  reform — he  never  underftood  any  thing  elfe,  in 
the  Commons'  Houfe — the  King  and  the  Houfe  of  Lords  to  re- 
main as  they  were — he  never  heard  of  force,  but-fromf  the  Re- 
ports— there  was  no  intention  to  attack  the  government  of  the 
country — that  Hardy  is  a  peaceable,  refpeciable,  quiet  man* 
Hardy  never  produced  any  letter  at  the  divifion  about  pikes,  nor 
communicated  any  fuch  letter.  He  fays,  he  continues  a  member 
of  the  fociety — he  was  introduced  by  a  relation,  Jofeph  Hunter- 
he  does  not  attend  regularly,  being  frequently  out  of  town.  He 
fays,  he  was  at  Chalk  Farm,  and  at  the  Globe  Tavern-*— he  un- 
derftood their  proceedings  were  peaceable — he  heard  the  refolu- 
tions  read,  but  did  not  attend  to  them,  from  the  inattention  that 
pervades  his  whole  conduft — he  could  not  keep  his  attention  to 
hear  what  it  was  that  was  voted.  He  fays,  he  was  at  No.  3, 
Compton  Street,  and  Thelwall  was  there — he  fupped  there; 
he  fays,  it  is  fo  long  ago  fince  he  followed  any  bufinefs,  he  can- 
not recoiled  what  he  was ;  at  laft,  he  acknowledges  he  was  a 
perfumer  and  hair-drefler  twelve  years  ago.  He  fays,  his  money 
is  fometimes  in  his  pocket,  fometimes  in  the  (locks,  and  fome- 
times  in  houfes.  What  you  can  make  of  the  evidence  of  this 
extraordinary  witnefs,  I  do  not  know— he  is  one  of  the  mod 
extraordinary  witnefles  I  ever  heard. 

The  next  witnefs  is  Alexander  Frafer.  He  fays,  he  is  a 
tailor ;  he  (ays,  he  has  been  a  member  of  the  London  Corre- 
fponding  Society  about  ten  months — that  he  ceafed  to  be  a 
member  in  April,  a  twelvemonth  ago.  He  fays,  he  meant  par- 
liamentary reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons — he  had  no  inten- 
tion refpe&ing  thfc  King  or  the  Houfe  of  Lords. 

The  next  witnefs  is  William  Barclay.  He  fays,  he  is  no 
member — he  has  known  the  prifoner  fifteen  years — bears  a  very 
good  character— he  is  of  a  peaceable,  orderly  difpofition,  and  a 
very  honeft  man. 

The  next  witneft  is  Thomas  Oliver,  a  diflenting  minifter. 
He  fays,  he  is  no  member  of  the  fociety;  he  fays,  he  has  known 
this  man  four  years ;  he  (ays,  he  (hewed  him  a  paper  containing 
fome  refolutions  about  reform,  and  he  aflced  him  as  to  the  objeft 
of  their  meeting,  and  he  faid, .  it  was  a  parliamentary  reform,  in 
a  peaceable  and  conftitutional  manner :  he  fays,  it  was  upon  the 
lame  plan  the  Duke  of  Richmond  propofed  in  the  year  1782; 
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he  fays,  he  frequently  tried  to  fuck  out  of  him  what  his  Intent 
was ;  and  firft  he  faid,  he  had  done  this  fince  the  report — bat 
that  could  not  be,  becaufe  he  has  been  in  cuftody  ever  fince.  He 
admits  it  was  fome where  about  May  or  June :  he  fays,  he  was  in 
the  habit  of  calling  upon  him ;  that  he  was  of  a  peaceable  dif- 
pofition,  of  few  words,  an  humble,  honeft,  fincere,  and  £ood 
Chriftian;  and,  he  fays,  he  fears  God  and  honours  the  King. 
He  never  faw  the  Chalk  Farm  nor  the  Globe  Tavern  refolu- 
tions.  He  fays,  Mr.  Hardy  once  mentioned  the  name  of  a  Mr. 
Bogue ;  he  fays,  he  does  not  attend  much  to  thefe  things,  having 
the  employment  of  preaching  four  fermons  in  a  week  ;  he  lays, 
he  has  heard  conversions  upon  politics,  relative  to  parliamentary 
reform* 

The  next  witnefs  is  Daniel  Stewart,  fccretary  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  reople  in  Frith 
Street.  He  fays,  that  in  December,  1792,  the  London  Corre- 
fponding  Society  fent  a  letter  to  the  Friends  of  the  People ;  the 
witnefs  carried  the  anfwer  himfelf,  and  this  introduced  a  conver- 
iation  with  Mr.  Hardy ;  that  he  underftood  from  the  converfation 
that  his  whole  objeft  was  a  reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons; 
that  he  meant  to  inform  the  people  of  the  bad  ftate  they  were  in, 
and  by  petitions  and  a  great  number  of  fignatures  to  obtain  his 
point.  He  fays,  he  called  once  or  twice  a  week,  out  of  curiofity, 
to  know  what  they  were  doing,  and  he  talked  with  him  very 
frequently  j  he  fays,  he  never  varied,  he  was  always  for  the 
Duke  of  Richmond's  plan.  They  never  agreed  in  opinion.  He 
always-thought  Mr.  Hardy  a  fimple  inoffenhve  man,  the  laft  man 
to  be  guilty  of  violence — he  never  heard  that  he  had  a  difpoiition 
to  ufe  any  violent  meafures. 

Upon  his  crofs~examinatioa  he  (aid, -that  he  did  not  know  that 
Hardy  was  an  aflbciated  member  of  the  Conftitutional  Society. 
That  the  Friends  of  the  People  had  declined  all  intercourfe  with 
that  Society.  The  correfpondence  between  his  fociety  and 
the  fociety  at  Sheffield,  was  in  the  month  of  May,  1792. 
He  cannot  fay  that  he  law  the  addrefi  of  the  6th  of  Auguft, 
1792}  he  did  fee  the  addrefs  of  the  20th  of  January,  1794, 
and  faw  the  proceedings  at  Chalk  Farm ;  and  he  fays,  that  they 
enquired  what  length  the  Friends  of  the  People  meant  to  go, 
and  they  declined  anfwering.  A  lift  of  the  Friends  of  the  Peo- 
ple was  (hewn  hftn,  and  he  fays,  there  was  no  intercourfe  between 
the  Friends  of  the  People  and  the  Conftitutional  Society,  there 
were,  fogie  of  them  who  were  members  of  both. 

The  next  witnefe  is  John  Can.  He  fays*  he  has  known  the 
prifoaer  for  twenty  years,  and  he  gives  him  the  chara&er  of  a 
decent^  ibber,  honeft  main  * 

The  next  is  John  Stevenfon,  He  fays,  he  has  known  him  for 
the  laft  eight  or  nine  years.  He  was  of  an  extremely  mild,  peace* 
«*ble  dupoiuiofti  he  kaowa  00  nan,  that  goes  beyond  him. 

Alexander 
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Alexander  Gregg, .  bookbinder,  fays  he  has  known  him  (even 
years ;  that  he  is  a  very  peaceable,  orderly,  fober,  religious  man  > 
that  is  his  general  chara&er. 

William  Henderfon,  a  dealer  in  eggs,  lays  he  has  known  him 
near  twenty  years ;  he  has  been  intimately  acquainted  with  him 
twelve  years,  and  fays  he  is  a.  fober,  honeft,  good  man. 

Mr*  Stevens,  a  minifter,  fays  he  has  known  him  ever  fince  he 
came  to  London,  which  is  feven  years  ;  he  has  attended  his  con* 
gregatiOn  during  that  time;  and  he  fays  he  was  a  refpe&able 
chara&er;  his  moral  condu&  was  good,  and, -as  far  as  he  .knows 
of  him,  that  he  is  a  man  of  confcience  both  towards  God  and 
man. 

Peter  Macbean  fays:  that  he  has  known  Mr.  Hardy  feventecn. 
years;  he  is  a  peaceable,  quiet,  well-difpofed  man.  That  the 
witneis  had  been  a  member  of  the  fociety,  but  had  ceafed  to  be 
one.  He  has  been  at  Hardy's  divifion,  No.  2.  He  remembers 
no  resolution  about  Paine's  Rights  of  Man ;  he  remembers  their 
writing  to  the  Conftitutional  Society ;  he  met  with  them  at  the 
Bell,  Exeter  Street,  when  thefociety  was  not  formed;  he  fays 
Margarot  was  peaceable,  as  far  as  he  knew,  but  he  was  but  little 
acquainted  with  him.  Hardy  was  one  of  thofe  that  met,  and 
there  was  one*  Blake,  and  feveral  others ;  that  there  were  thirty* 
or  forty  at  the  leaft ;  that  he  was  not  there  at  fir  ft;  that  they  had 
met  two  or  three  weeks  before  he  came;  that  there  were  no- 
clergymen  or  phyiicians  among  them ;  the  firft  time  he  came* 
there  might  be  twenty ;  Mr.  Margarot  was  the  principal  per foa 
in  forming  the  original  laws  of  the  fociety. 

Alexander  Gordon  fays  he  has  known  him  twenty  years;  he 
fays  he  was  a  fober,  honeft,  induftrlous,  peaceable  man, 

John  Bogue,  cabinet-maker,  fays  he  has  known  him  ten  years;, 
he  fays  he  is  a  fober,  honeft,  peaceable,  induftrious  man;  that  he. 
belonged  to  the  fociety,  bat  quitted  it  two  years  ago* 

Matthew  Dickie,  a  Scotch  fadtor,  kys  he  has  known  Hardy- 
five  years;  that  his  character  has  been  ftrictly  honeft,  and  he  has 
had  intercourfe  of  buiinefs,  but  only  of  bufinefs. 
„  James  Hardy,  who  is  not  related  to  him,  has  known  him  front 
1779;  fays  nothing  of  him,  but  giving  him  thebeft  of  characters  ^ 
they  then  call  Mr.  King,  and  the  purpoie  for  which  they  call 
him  is,  to  ihew  a  letter  inclofed  to  Hardy  in  Davifon'$  letter  ;. 
which  Davifon's  letter  propofed  a  plan  to  Hardy  to  furniih  pikes 
from  Sheffield;  that  letter  was  written  to  a  fociety  at  Norwich,, 
and  fent  inclofed;  Mr,  King  was  not  able  to  fpeak  exa&ly  to  itc 
he  does  recollect  the  circumftance  of  a  letter  being  found;  and  he 
cannot  undertake  to  (ay  whether  it  was  opened  or  not. 

Pavid  Martin,  of  Sheffield,  fays  he  was  a  member  of  the  fociety 
there  for  a  reform  in  „the  Commons'  Houfe  of  Parliament,  by 
legal  and  constitutional  means;  he  lays,  it  was  not  his  object^ 
and  he  has  ao  reaion  to  believe  that  tne  objeft  of  other  perfoo* 

was 
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was  different  from  his  own ;  h.e  had  not  the  Ieaft  diftant  idea  of 
.  doing  any  thing  by  force :  he  fays  he  was  a  member  of  the  fociety 
at  the  time  they  correfponded  with  Scotland,  wh^rf  the  Sheffield 
Society  fent  their  delegate :  the  objeft,  he  fays,  they  hoped  to 
effeft,  was  that  their  co-operation  would  induce  the  Parliament 
to  grant  a  reform,  by  a  petition  to  Parliament.  He  fays,  it  was 
not  in  their  contemplation  to  contrive  to  affeft  it  by  force— there 
was  no  intention  to  affeft  the  King's  perfon  or  majefty,  or  tor 
touch  the  Lords.  He  fays,  he  was  at  the  Caftle  Kill;  tnerewas 
a  Committee  chofen ;  Gales  was  an  aftive  man,  and  he  believes 
he  is  not  now  at  Sheffield.  The  witnefe  was  made  art  aflbciated 
member  of  the  Conftitutional  Society  in  1792.  He  has  heard 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Scotch  Convention  in  the  Gazetteer  of 
of  Edinburgh ;  and  that  he  did  not  approve  of  the  part  which 
related  to  a  Secret  Committee.  He  fays,  being  the  outfide  of 
the  people,  he  did  not  hear  the  refolutions  at  the  Caftle  Hill.  He 
fays,  had  he  heard  the  refolution  to  petition  Parliament  no  more, 
he  might,  perhaps,  have  difapproved  of  it.  Yorke  and  he  had 
not  exa&ly  the  fame  opinion  of  the  plan  of  reform.  He  lays, 
he  did  not  know  who  the  editors  of  the  Patridt  were.  He  feys* 
that  Brown  was  a  delegate  to  the  Scotch  Convention.  There 
were  letters  between  their  fociety  and  the  fociety  at  Stockport, 
and  he  thought  they  were  peaceably  difpofed.  He  lays,  their 
fociety  had  a  letter  from  the  fociety  *at  Stockport.  He  proves 
Brown's  hand  to  a  letter.  He  fays,  he  was  not  in  the  fecret  that 
the  motion  for  a  petition  to  Parliament,  which  Broomhead  made 
at  the  Sheffield  meeting,  was  to  be  negatived— that  the  intention 
was  not  to  petition  at  prefent  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  There 
was  no  authority,  he  fays,  given  by  the  fociety  to  Brown  to  aft 
in  any  way  but  what  was  legal.  He  admits  that  he  has  read 
Mr.  Yorke's  fpeech. 

Edward  Oakes,  a  plater  at  Sheffield,  fays,  he  has  been  a 
member  of  the  fociety  fince  November — that  he  attended  the 
meeting.  His.olyeft  was,  to  obtain  by  lawful  and  conftitutional 
means,  in  co-operation  with  the  reft  of  his  brethren,  a  reform  in 
Parliament.  He  thought  that  the  petitions  would  be  heard  when 
made  by  large  bodies — that  they  would  be  more  likely  to  im- 
prefs  Parliament — that  it  never  was  their  objeft  to  purtue  force, 
if  it  had  he  would  not  have  remained  among  them.  He  never 
underftood  that  the  fociety  as  a  body*  nor  the  individual  members, 
had  any  objeft  but  that  of  reform  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and 
that  by  petition.  He  was  at  the  Caftle  Hill,  but  he  does  not 
know  the  form  of  the  refolutions.  He  fays,  he  was  at  the  fo- 
ciety when  the  propofition  was  made  for  fending  a  delegate  to 
the  Convention  in  Scotland,  but  he  does  not  know  whether  the 
propofition  of  fending  a  delegate  came  from  Scotland,  or  from 
themfelves.  He  fays,  the  objeft  of  fending  Brown  as  a  delegate 
was  to  have  the  proper  meafures  coniidered  of  to  obtain  a  reform. 

He 
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He  lays,  Brown  was  to  exprefs  their  fenfe,  and  find  out  the  pro- 
per way  of  addrefling  Parliament  in  a  constitutional  way,  which, 
might  not  altogether  be  thought  of  by  us;  thofe  perfons  ap- 
peared to  be  more  capable  of  judging  of  the  more  cffe&ual 
way  of  addrefling  Parliament  than  ourfelves.     That  they  had 
nothing  in  contemplation  againft  the  King's  perfon,  office,  or 
life ;  he  does  not  particularly  recoiled  that  any  thing  was  faid 
about  the  Lords.     He  remembers  the  pikes ;  that  the  fociety  had 
great  apprehenfion  of  danger  >  he  had  been  threatened  and  ill 
ufed  by  the  oppofite  party  and  individuals,  who  took  authority 
they  had  no  right  to  do :  this  was  complained  of.     That  nothing 
was  agitated  to  arm  as  a  body,   if  there  was  he  fliould  have 
known  it.     He  fays,  he  was  a  member  of  the  Committee ;  he 
does  not  know  that  there  were  members  aflbciated  to  the  Lon- 
don Correfponding  Society ;  he  rather  believes  not ;  he  did  not 
constantly  attend  the  Committee,  and  the  Committee  did  not 
regularly  enter  their  proceedings,  which  were  kept  by  Broom- 
head.     He  knows  Samuel  Afliton;  he  correfponded  with  the  fo- 
ciety in  London  for  their  fociety  -9  he  has  feen  a  letter  written  by 
Afliton,  but  did  not  attend  to  his  writing ;  the  letters  that  were 
fent  were  not  altogether  known  to  the  fociety  at.  large,  the  body 
trufting  to  the  Committee  to  tranfaflt  the  bulinefs,  as  they  knew 
their  views ;  that  there  was  a  report  (bmetimes  made,  but  at  no 
fixed  times;  that  he  don't  recoiled! any  report  of  the  proceedings 
about  ,the  14th  of  March,  1792.     He  fays,  Paine's  Rights  of 
Man  were  to  have  been  introduced  into  the  fociety  before  thsy 
were  proved  to  be  a  libel     He  does  not  know  that  the  letter  of 
the   14th  of   March,  1792,   to  Mr*  Adams,    was  fent,   which 
(peaks,  I  think,  of  Mr.  Home  Tooke  referring  the  Conftltutional 
Society  to  him.     Two  letters  were  read,  one  of  them  partly  by 
miftake,  and  one  of  the  letters  is  inclofed  to  Mr.  Hardy,  in  an- 
fwer  to  a  letter  from  him,  to  know  what  they  were  doing  j  the 
other  is  a  letter  of  the  fame  date;  he  admitted  that  letter  to  be 
Afhton's,  and  figned  by  him* 

(Read  by  the  Qerk  of  the  Court) 
See  p.  259,  of  this  volume. 

He  fays,  he  never  read  this ;  he  does  not  know  it  was  ever 
communicated.  He  favs,  he  heard  Yorke's  fpeech  at  the 
Caftle  Hill;  he  fays,  Gales*s  Regifter  came  to  him,  which  might 
contain  extracts  from  the  Patriot. 

Then  there  are  refolutions  {hewn  to  him,  thanking  Paine  for 
his  two  publications,  the  Firft  and  Second  Parts  of  the  Rights  or 
Map.  He  believes  thefe  refolutions  were  circulated  in  Shef* 
field,  and  the  books  were  circulated  in  the  field ;  they  were  fent 
to  feveral-perfons  in  town  and  country,  and  by  fome  of  the  mem* 
bers  of  this  fociety ;  probably  the  number  of  the  members  might 
be  ZOO ;  the  number  mentioned  in  thefe  papers,  2000,  might 
mean  the  meeting.    He  fay*;  he  expedttd,  that  if  there  was  any 

corruption 


t  560  ]-. 

Corruption  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  the  reformation  there  would 
follow  of  courfe,  from  reforming  the  Houfe  of  Commons*  The 
witnefs  fays,  there  was  no  concealment  that  he  knows  of. 

Mr.  Daniel  Stewart  was  called  in  again,  and  fays,  that  they 
had  letters  from  the  Sheffield  Society,  figned  Afhton,  to  the 
Friends  of  the  People,  of  the  14th  of  May,  1791.  The  Friends 
of  the  People  published  their  Declaration  upon  the  1  Ith  of  April, 
and  proceedings,  which  were  figned  by  Charles  Gray,  George 
Rofe,  Efq. 

(The  Declaration  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  dated  nth  of 
Aprils  1792,  was  read.)     See  p.  265,  of  this  volume. 

Gentlemen,  I  believe  it  will -be  alfo  neceflary  that  the  letter 
and  anfwer  fliould  be  read. 

(  The  letter  from  Sheffield  to  the  Friends  of  the  People,  dated  tht 
tqtb  of  May,  1792",  was  read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Court,  as  fol- 
tows : 

"  Signed  Samuel  Afhton,  direfted  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
Friends  of  the  People,  at  Frith  Street,  Soho."  (See 
Appendix.) 

(A  letter  alfo  was  read  from  Sheffield,  dated  the  26th  of  May^ 
I792,  in  anfwer  to  the  above,  for  which  alfo  fee  Appendix.) 

The  witnefs  faid,  he  never  heard  of  this  letter  of  the  26th  of 
May  to  the  Conflftutional  Society,  and  thinks  he  did  not  know 
fhat  any  members  of  the  Sheffield  Society  were  aflbciated  with 
the  Conftitutional  Society.  He  is  afked,  as  to  fome  gentlemen 
having  left,  and  other  members  having  been  added  to  that  fo- 
ciety ;  lie  is  afked  too,  whether  Lord  Daer,  who  was  a  member 
of  the  Edinburgh  Convention,  was  expelled  from  that  fociety— - 
he  fays,  he  is  ftill  a  member.  That  is  pretty  nearly  the  iub- 
ftance  of  what  he  faid. 

William  Dewfnap,  a  razor-maker,  fays,  he  was  a  member  of 
the  Sheffield  Society;  that,  they  went  upon  the  plan  of  the  Duke 
of  Richmond.  Hlj  fays,  they  had  only  one  end  in  their  view, 
and  believes  now  that  it  is  fo;  he  would  not  have  belonged  to 
the  fociety,*  if  their  objeft  had  been  to  attack  the  King  or  the 
conftitution,  or  if  it  had  been  .to  accomplifh  their  objeft  by 
force ;  he  understood,  that  the  delegates  in  Scotland  were  to  al- 
fociate  together,  to  draw  up  fuch'  papers  to  be  prefented  to  the 
government,  as  they  fliould  think  moft  conducive  to  obtain  a 
Reform  in  the  Commons'  Houfe  of  Parliament ;  Mr.  Brown  had 
no  other  authority  from  them  \  he  has  heard  people  fpeak  of  ill 
treatment  in  the  fociety ;  that  there  were  inflammatory  letters 
from  one  Ruflcll ;  that  he  is,  however,  almoft  a  ftranger  to  the 
pike  bufmefs  :  as  to  the  general  object,  if  it  had  been  to*provide 
arms,  it  muft  have  been  known  to  him ;  the  queftion  to  provide 
arms  was  never  agitated  in  the  Committee  or  Society  j  he  never 
heard  of  any  defign  to  attempt  to  touch  the  government;  he 
had  no  fuch  object  himfelf,  and  he  has  a  reafonable  hope,  that 
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the  fociety  had  not;  the  fociety  publiflied  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond's letter,  to  inform  the  fociety  at  large  what  principles  they 
wentmpon,  and  that  they  ftri&ly  adhered  to  it. 

Upon  his  crofs-examination  he  fays,  they  meant  to  adhere  to 
petitioning  Parliament— that  was  negatived  upon  the  Caftle 
Hill;  that  he  heard  no  voice  in .  the  affirmative;  he  remained  a 
member  in  the  fociety,  and  he  believed  every  body  elfe  did  after 
that ;  he  did  not  know  who  was  <the  editor  of  the  Patriot ;  he 
did  not  know  of  the  contrivance  to  have  the  vote  for  the  petition 
negatived,  and  yet  Broomhead  had  been  his  neighbour  for  14 
years.  He  faid,  there  was  a  talk  of  petitipning  his  Majefty, 
but  he  fays,  no  petition  was  prepared  that  he  kaows  of;  he  fays, 
he  could  form  no  judgement,  whether  a  letter  that  was  fhewn  to 
him  was  Afhton's  hand- writing  or  not. 

Edward  Smith,  a  cutler,  a  member  of  the  fociety  in  179X9 
fays,  his  object  in  being  a  member  of  it  was,  to  obtain  a  reform 
in  Parliament,  upon  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan:  he  under* 
flood,  by  the  rights  of  man,  in  their  letter^  an  equal  reprefenta-  * 
tion  in  Parliament,  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons ;  he  never  heard, 
in  their  fociety,  they  had  any  intention  of  doing  any  thing  againft 
the  prerogative,  or  againft  the  perfon  of  the  King — much  the 
other  way,  there  was  nothing  in  their  intention  to  touch  the 
dignity  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords ;  he  meant,  as  he  ftrangely  ex- 
prefles  it,  the  glorious  accounts  of  1688;  he  (aid  he  knew 
nothing  of  force,  nothing  of  arms,  till  the  hand-bill  had  marked 
it ;  that  on  any  good  news  happening,  they  ufed  to  fire  piftols 
into  their  houfes,  in  order  to  provoke  this  conduct ;  there  were 
no  regular  arms,  but  if  they  were  determined  to  arm,  Sheffield 
could  have  furnifhed,  in  one  day,  pikes  for  10,000  men ;  but 
they  never  were  provided* 

Upon  his  crofc-examination  he  faid,  he  thought  it  neceflary 
to  provide  arms  for  his  own  defence ;  he  did  not  know  how 
many  did,  and  he  made  no  application  to  any  magiftrate ;  it  was 
put  in  the  Regifter,  that  is  a  public  paper,  at  Sheffield,  that  they 
had  ordered  their  people  to  affift  the  magiftrate;  the  advice  was, 
to  arm  againft  domeftic  enemies  and  foreign  invaders ;%  and  that 
being  the  fubftance  of  the  hand-bill,  they  adopted  fimilar  words; 
that  by  equal  reprefentation,  it  was  meant,  that  every  man  fhould 
have  his  vote ;  that  he  had  read  Paine's  Rights  of  Man ;  he  had 
feen  both  the  cheap  copies,  and  the  large  copies ;  he  had  one  of 
the  cheap  copies  by  a  fubfcription ;  there  were  many  that  had 
it,  but  they  feldorn  read  them  to  the  focieties ;  they  read  them 
at  their  own  houfes ;  they  alfo  had  other  cheap  publications, 
which,  he  fays,  he  has  read.  He  fays,  he  was  not  at  the  meeting 
Which  approved  of  Paine's  works;  he  never  took  into  confidera- 
tion  his  notions  of  monarchy ;  he  agreed  with  them  only  fo  far 
as  they  refpe&ed  parliamentary  reform ;  he  understood  he  was 
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adVtilhg  fomethirtg  that  pointed  out  difaffe&ion  to  the  King;  he 
feys,  he  has  feen  Yorke  5  he  fays,  he  was  at  the  Caftle  Hill ; 
he  fays,  he  cannot  fay  that  he  (aw  the  movers  of  the  petition 
bold  up  their  hands ;  he  never  heard  of  the  addrefs  from  the 
foriety  to  the  National  Convention  of  France. 

His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Richmond  was  then  called,  in  or<fcr 
to  identify  a  paper  which  purported  to  be  his  Grace's  plan  for 
reform  in  Parliament:  he  could  -not  identify  that  paper,  but 
produced  a  paper,  purporting  to  be  a  letter  to  Colonel  Sharman, 
containing  that  plan,  and  that  letter  was  read ;  the  plan  was  a 
plan  of  universal  fuffrage  and  annual  Parliaments;  and  it  ftated 
tjie  remedy,  and  that  the  way  to  obtain  it  would  be  by  the 
people ;  it  did  not  exprefsly  name  a  Convention  of  the  People, 
but  undoubtedly  faid  enough  to  put  that  expedient  into  the 
heads  of  thofe  who  were  eager  for  fuch  a  plan. 

Mr.  Stuart  was  then  called  again*  He  laid,  he  had  heard 
'  Mr.  Hardy  ftate  his  plan  to  be  universal  fuffrage  and  annual 
Parliaments;  he  always  obje&ed  to  it,  but  that  it  was  always 
Hardy's  opinion.  He  fays,  he  always  adhered  to  the  Duke  of 
Richmond's  plan ;  he  (ays,  he  went  to  fup  once  with  him — he 
found  him  a  fecial,  civil,  fincere,  Ample,  honed  man,  but  did 
not  know  he  was  an  aflbciated  member  of  the  ConftitutionaJ 
Society. 

Mr.  Stirling  produced  the  minutes  of  the  Scotch  Borough 
Convention. 

Mr.  Strutt,  of  Derby,  faid,  he  belonged  to  a  fociety  there; 
that  a  reform  in  die  Commons'  Houfe  of  Parliament  was  the 
objeft  ef  that  fociety.     He  fays,  their  fociety  has  not  met  once 
'  fince  the  petitions  were  rejected. . 

Mr.  Sheridan  was  then  called.  He  fays,  it  was  his  intention 
to  bring  forward  amotion;  the  objeft  of  which  was  fimilar  to 
that  which  was  adopted  in  the  kft  feffion  of  Parliament — to 
propofe  a  Committee,  to  enquire  into  the  proceedings  of  thel'c 
focieties;  that  he  converted  with  a  gentleman,  who  ftated  his 
knowledge  of  Mr.  Hardy,  as  being  capable  of  giving  him  in- 
formation :  upon  that  account  he  fent  to  Mr.  Hardy,  who  came, 
and  he  confer  fed  with  him.  He  faid,  that  Mr.  Hardy  ftated 
their  whole  objeft  to  be  a  parliamentary  reform,  by  peaceable 
means,  upon  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  ;  and  he  was  willing 
tojgive  him  a  lift  of  all  the  private  places  where  they  met,  and 
pffered  him  all  the  affift'ance  in  his  power,  to  give  him  a  fight 
of  all  the  correfpondence,  and  to  produce  all  his  papers,  and  to 
lay  them  before  Parliament,  in  any  manner  that  he  fhould  think 
fit.  He  was  then  afked;  whether  he  was  not  an  original  mem- 
ber of  the  Conftitutional  Society— he  fays,  he  was,  and  that  he 
had  not  attended  fmce  the  year  1783;  he  was  afked  afterwards, 
whether  Mi.  Hardy  offered  him  all  the  books  or-  papers — he 

'  -faid, 
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faid,   he  could  not  be  fure  whether  Mr.  Hardy  fiud  hooks  or 
papers. 

Mr.  Francis  was  then  called,  who  fays,   he  faw  Mr.  Hardy 
twice — once  at  his  own  houfe,  and  afterwards  at  Mr.  Francis's 
houfe.     The  fociety  thanked  Mr.  Francis  for  a  fpeech  he  had 
made  in  Parliament  in  1793,  and  had  exprefled  a  defire  that  ft 
fhould  be  printed  :  upon  that  occafion,  he  faw  Mr.  Hardy — be- 
fore that  time,  Mr.  Hardy  had  been  fent  to  defire  him  to  prefent 
a  petition  to  Parliament  upon  the  fubjeft  of  parliamentary  re- 
form, and  he  defired  that  the  delegates  might  be  admitted  to 
him,  and  he  faw  them,  and  he  told  them,  he  obje&ed  to  the 
prayer  of  the  petition,  which  was  for  univerfal  reprefentation, 
according  to  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan.     He  fays,  that  Mr. 
Hardy  fcemed  an  extremely  remarkable  quiet  and  eafy  man; 
Mr.  margarot,   he  faid,    was  the  v  fpokefman ;   that  he  faid  in 
fupport  of  it,  that  they  only  followed  the  plan  of  the  Duke  of 
Richmond.     He  fays,   I  told  them,  the  prayer  of  the  petition 
fhould  have  been  exprefled  in  general  terms,  and  they  fhould 
have  left  the  remedy  open  to  the  wifdom  of  the  Houfe :  they 
faid,  they  were  very  forry  they  had  not  known  of  the  obje&ion 
fooner — that  they  could  not  alter  it,  becaufe  it  was  figned  by 
many  thoufands,  and  the  petition  muft  be  prefented  on  the  6th  of 
May,  becaufe  Mr.  Grey  had  given  notice  of  a  motion  for  a  re- 
form in  Parliament.     He  fays,  they  did  not  declare  they  would 
not  accept  any  thing  elfe,  but  they  appeared  to  him  to  adhere  to 
univerfal  reprefentation,  though  they  would  give  up  the  form  of 
the  prayer :  then  there  is  a  little  puzzle  about  the  letter  which 
had  been  written  to  Mr.  Francis,  and  his  anfwer;  they  thanked 
him    for  what   he  had  faid  on    a  radical   reform,   on  a  broad 
baiis.     He  fays,  that  was  not  the  tenor  of  his  fpeech,  and  he 
thought  they  were  very  much  miftaken  upon  the  point,  though 
he    did   not  think  it  neceffary    to  enter  into  argument   with 
them. 

Lord  Lauderdale  is  then  called,  who  fays,  that  he  was  applied 
to  to  be  a  delegate  for  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People 
in  Portfborough,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Edinburgh,  but  he 
declined  it;  that  he  faw  Mr.  Skirving  upon  that  occafion,  and 
fuppofes  the  application  was  made  to  him  in  confequence  of  the 
converfation  with  Mr.  Skirving  :  Mr.  Skirving  had  reprefented, 
-that  they  wifhed  to  have  men  of  education,  that  they  might  be 
prevented  from  falling  into  abfurdities,  which  they  fhould  other- 
wife  be  liable  to  fall  into.  He  fays,  he  had  no  idea  that  any 
thing  more  was  meant  than  annual  Parliaments  and  univerfal 
fuffrage;  he  heard  nothing  of  force;  he  was  afked,  if  he  had 
heard  any  thing  of  Mr.  Skirving's  letter  to  Hardy,  in  the  month 
of  July,  1793,  which  is  a  remarkable  letter — he  fays,  he  had 
not  heard  of  that  letter. 

Gentlemen! 
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Gentlemen,  this  is  the  whole  of  the  evidence ;  and  if  the  day 

Was  not  fo  much  exhaufted,  and  my  own  ftrength,  I  fhould  be 
glad  to  go  on,  and  (ay  what  I  have  to  fay  to  you  on  this  fubje£t  j 
but  I  forefee  it  mud  run  into  a  great  length ;  and  therefore,  I 
believe,  I  muft  trouble  you  to  attend  to-morrow  morning- 
then  I  hope,  in  a  few  hours,  to  difmifs  you. 

The  Court  adjourned,  at  half  after  eleven  o'clock,  till  Wed. 
nefday  morning,  nine  o'clock* 


[End  of  the  Seventh  Day..] 
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Wednesday  Morning,  November  5, 1794. 
THE  Court  met  at  nine  o'clock,  purfuant  to  adjournment. 

PRESENT, 

Lord  Chief  Justice  Eyre,  Lord  President, 

Lord  Chief  Baron,  I      Mr.  Justice  Buller, 

Baron  Hotham,  |     Mr.  Justice  Grose. 

CONTINUATION  OF  LORD  CHIEF  JUSTICE  EYRE'S 

CHARGE  TO  THE  JURY.  » 

r 

Gentlenun  of  the  yuryy 

Laft  night,  at  a  late  hour,  I  finifhed  fumming  up  the  parole 
evidence,  and  To  much  of  the  written  evidence  as  feemed  to  me 
to  be  more  immediately  conne&ed  with  the  parole  evidence. on 
both  "fides,  except,  that  I  did  not  ftate  to  you  the  Proteft  of  the 
Houfe  of  Lords,  which  was  read  to  you  by  the  confent  of  the 
Attorney  General,  as  evidence  on  trie  part  of  the  prifoner.  I 
did  not  ftate  it  to  you  at  that  time,  becaufc  it  did  not  appear  to 
me,  from  the  nature  of  the  cafe,  to  be  evidence.  It  is  fome- 
thing  that  has  pafled  in  the  parliamentary  hiftory  of  this  country, 
from  whence  arguments  might  be  drawn,  on  the  part  of  the 
prifoner,  to  evidence  the  purity  and  honefty  of  his  intentions ; 
and  it  is  in  that  view  only  that  I  mention  it ;  and  the  little  notice 
that  I  (hall  think  proper  to  take  of  it,  will'  be  rather  in  that  part 
of  the  cafe  where  I  am  inclined  particularly  to  obferve  on  what 
has  been  urged  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner. 

Having  thus  finifhed  the  fumming-up  of  the  evidence,  I  may 
&y  to  7ou>  tnat  tn's  caufe,  which  ip  a  great  and  momentous 
caufe  between  the  King  and  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  is  at  length 
brought  to  a  point  of  conclufton ;  and  it  muft  be  a  fatisfaflion  to 
the  mind  of  every  honeft  man,  that  this  caufe  has  been  happily 
(b  conducted,  and  has  been  proceeded  upon  with  fo  much  pa- 
tience and  temper,  that  there  is  a  reafonable  profpeft  that  your 
minds  have  been  fufficiently  informed  upon  this  great  fubjeft; 
and  if  it  was  poffible  to  difcover  the  true  merits  of  a  cafe  which 
requires  long  and  laborious  investigation,  there  is  a  reafonable 
profpe<£t  and  hope  that  your  minds  may  have  been  fufficiently 
informed  on  this  fubjett  to  enable  you  to  pronounce  a  verdict, 
which  will  be  fatisfe&ory  to  your  own  minds,  in  the  firft  .place ; 
and  being  fatisfa&ory  to  your  own  minds,  cannot  but  be  fatisfae- 
tory  to  tpc  country. 

Gentlemen, 
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Gentlemen,  it  is  as  much  fatisfa&ion  to  me  as  I  can  feel  in 
the  exercife  of  fo  painful  a  duty  as  that  which  has  been  impofed 
upon  me,  that  upon  this  occafion.  there  is,  I  think,  no  poflible 
chance  of  our  being  entangled  in  any  difficulties  in  point  of  law; 
the  verdid  in  this  cafe  will  not  proceed,  and  you  will  receive  no 
directions  from  me  that  it  ought  to  proceed,  upon  any  narrow  or 
technical  ground.  The  overt  aft  is  in  fubftance,  that  the  pri- 
ibner  at  the  bar,  and  thofe  that  have  been  concerned  with  him, 
have  confpired  to  depofe  the  King,  to  fubvert  the  monarchy, 
which  includes  depofing  the  King,  and  this  is  charged  to  be, 
and  has  always  been  confidcred,  as  an  overt  a<fl  of  the  treafon  of 
comparing  the  death  of  the  King ;  it  is  indeed  a  known  pre- 
emption of  law,  acknowledged  by  every  writer  upon  the  law, 
and  by  thofe  writers  in  particular,  every  one  of  them  whofe 
names  have  been  mentioned  to  you  at  the  bar,  that  he  who  con- 
fpires  totlepofc  the  King,  compaffes  and  imagines  the  death  of 
the  King  ;  and  there  is  no  queftion  whether  the  comparing  and 
imagining  the  death  of  the  King  was  the  primary  intent  con- 
ceived in  the.  mind  previous  to  the  confpiracy  to  depofe;  and  as 
a  confpiracy  to  depofe  muft  neceflarily,  and  in  the  nature  of 
things,  be  lubfequent  to  the  confpiracy  to  compafs  and  imagine— 
I  fay  it  is  not  to  be  put  to  you,  that  the  compaiTmg  and  imagining 
the  death  of  the  King  is  to  be  proved  to  have  been  a  conception 
in  the  mind  prior  to  the  conception  of  depofing  the  King :  the 
depofing  the  King  evidences  the  neceffity  of  confpiracy  to  com- 
pafs and  imagine  his  death;  it  is  a  prefumption  of  law,  but  it 
is  a  prefumption  of  law  only,  becaufe  it  is  fuch  a  neceflary  and 
violent  prefumption  of  fads,  that  it  is  quite  im poflible  to  have  a 
doubt  upon  it.  Who  can  doubt  that  the  natural  perfon  of  the 
King  is  immediately  attacked  and  attempted,  by  him  who  at- 
tempts to  depofe  him  ? 

Gentlemen,  I  will  wafte  no  time  in  the  difcuffing  of  fuch  a 
queftion.  Many  hours  w.ere  fpent  at  the  bar  in  the  difcu4£on» 
but  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner  it  was  manifeft,  that  after  the  dif- 
cuflion  had  been  made,  the  fact  broke  down  under  the  difcuifion* 
and  it  became  impoflible  for  either  of  the  Gentlemen  to  fet  their 
faces  diftindtly  to  the  proportion,  that  any  honeft  man  ought  to 
doubt — whether  he,  who  confpired  to  depofe  the  King,  has. con- 
fpired to  compafg  his  death* 

Gentlemen,  you  will  therefore  proceed  to  the  examination  of 
the  fadt;  and  I  am  moft  cordially  difpofed  to  agree  with  the 
Counfel  for  the  prifoner,  that  if  he  is  this  day  to  be.  convi&ed, 
if  he  is  provablement  attainted,  in  the  fiVift  fenfe  of  that  word* 
that  to  conviit  the  prifoner,  the  proof  muft  be  plain  and  con- 
vincing. I  avoid  to  ufe  the  word  direft,  left  I  fliould  entangle 
you  in  a  difficulty,  whether  fufficient  proof  could  refujt  from  a 
chain  of  convincing  circumftances,.  the .  result  of  which  would 
leave  no  doubt  in  your  minds.    The  law  of  tfce,  laod;i$  peffe#ly 

clear, 
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cleaft  that  fuch  a  courfe  of  evidence  is  as  legal,  and  that  fuch  a 
courfe  of  evidence  ought  to  be  confidered  as  fatisfa£tory,  as  the 
moft  direct  proof  that  can  be  offered. 

Gentlemen,  the.fhort  ftate  of  the  queftion  of  fa&  now  may  be 
ftated  to  you  to  be  this — whether  the  prifoner,  and  the  other 
perfons  luppofed  to  be  concerned  with  him,  have  conlpired  to 
fubvert  the  monarchy,  ana1  whether  they  have  fet  on  root  this 
project  of  a  Convention  of  the  People  in  order  to  effeft  it. 

Gentlemen,  I  have  employed  a  part  of  that  time  which  it  was 
neceflary  enough  for  me  to  have  devoted  to  fleep,  if  I  could 
fpare  it,  in  endeavouring  to  take  fuch  a  review  of  the  evidence 
in  this  caufe,  as  might  enable  me  to  lay  the  queftions  of  fa<fl  as 
they  prefs  between  the  King  and  the  prifoner  at  the  bar,  with 
fome  tolerable  diftinctnefs  before  you,  that  you  might  fee  how 
the  matter  hinges,  and  that  you  might  apply  your  attention  and 
consideration  to  the  real  points  of  the  cafe.  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  have  fucceeded  or  not,  but  I  do  hope  I  (hall  be  able 
to  point  out  to  you  the  leading  features  of  the  enquiry,  in  a 
way  that  may  be  of  fome  ufe  to  you  in  forming  your  judge* 
merit. 

Gentlemen,  I  begin  with  ftating  to  you,  that  I  think  it  ought 
to  be  conceded  to  this  prifoner,  upon  the  whole  refult  of  this  evi- 
dence, that  he  did  fet  out  originally  upon  that  which  is  called  the 
Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  of  reform  in  Parliament — that  is,  upon 
a  plan  to  obtain  annual  Parliaments  and  a  reprefentation  of  the 
people  in  the  Commons'  Houfe  of  Parliament  by  univerfal  fuf-f 
frage ;  and  I  think,  that  it  will  be  incumbent  upon  thofe  who 
fuftain  the  profecution,  to  fatisfy  you,  that  this  prifoner,  and  the 
other  perfons  who  have  been  concerned  with  him,  whether  irri- 
tated by  their  own  enthufiafm,  or  by  the  example  of  France,  have 
departed  from  that  principle,  and  have  entered  into  a  criminal 
purfuit  of  another  obiecl: — another  objeft,  in  the  opinion  of  very 
wife  men,  riot  very  far  removed  from  that  zSt  charged  in  the  in- 
dictment :  and  it  is  that  confideration  which  has  made  the  la- 
boured promulgations  of  fuch  opinions  fo  dangerous  to  the  com- 
munity. The  object  that  I  now  allude  to  is  the  fubftituting  in 
the  room*  of  an  improvement,  in  the  Commons'  Houfe  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  pure  democracy— the  eftablifhment  of  a  government 
by  a  reprefentation  of  the  people  only,  or  what  may  be  ex- 
prefled  under  the  words  a  full  and  free  reprefentation  of  the 
people. 

Gentlemen,  in  this  mafs  of  evidence,  which  has  been  laid  be- 
fore you,  there  are  to  be  found  parts,  and  they  will  not  be  found 
to  be  extremely  numerous,  which  will  be  fit  to  be  fubmitted  to 
your  confideration,  as  grounds  from  whence  the  profecutors  have 
drawn  this  conclusion,  and  by  which  they  fupport  the  aflertion, 
that  this  departure  from  the  original  plan  has  been  conceived,  and 
that  thefe  people  have  entered  into  thefe  criminal  proceedings. 

That 
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That  part  of  the  evidence  which  I  would  particularly  refer  you  to 
are  thofe  paflages  in  it  which  mark  the  conduct  of  thefe  people 
»n  the  courfe  of  the  year  1792,  prior  to  their  addrefles  to  the 
National  Convention,  When  you  have  confidered  this,  you  will 
then  be  to  confider  thofe  addrefles  to  the  National  Convention, 
with  the  circumftances  belonging  to  them.  Having  carried  your 
eye  through  that  enquiry,  you  will  then  be  to  look  at  their  fub- 
fequent  conduct,  to  the  time  of  the  difperfion  of  the  Britifh  Con- 
vention in  Scotland,  which  was  the  latter  end  of  the  year  1793; 
and  then  you  will  be  to  confider  and  to  form  your  judgement 
Upon  this  project  of  a  Convention,  which  was  conceived  and 
proceeded  upon  to  a  certain  degree,  in  the  beginning  of  the  year 

J794- 
Gentlemen,  I  think  I  may  ftate  to  you,  without  troubling  you 

with  particular  evidence,  that  it  is  clear  from  the  whole  mafs  of 
evidence  that  you  have  heard,  that  thefe  popular  focieties  had  in 
the  beginning  of  the  year  1792  fo  conduced  themfelves,  as  to 
raife  a  queflion  upon  themfelves  and  their  conduct,  fome  time  be- 
fore the  addrefles  to  the  National  Convention  were  preferred. 
You  will  recollect*   that  it  appeared  from  fome  of  the  papers 
that  were  read  laft  night  to  that  effect,  that  there  was  a  fociety 
Calling  themfelves  the  Friends  of  the  People,  coniifting  of  men 
of  rank,  of  property,  and  great  diftinction  in  the  country,  had 
refufed  to  correipond  with  the  Conftitutional  Society.     You  will 
recoiled,  that  the  fame  fet  of  men  had  exhorted  the  Sheffield 
Society,  with  whom  they  were  in  correfpondence  in  that  year, 
but  had  exhorted  them  in  vain,  to  make  an  explicit  declaration 
of  their  attachment  to  the  government — to  the  government  as 
by  law  eftablifhed.     Some  of  thefe  popular  focieties  had  gone  fo 
far  in  the  public  opinion,  that  a  fociety  at  Stockport  put  the 
queflion  directly  in  that  year  to  the  London  Corresponding  So- 
ciety, by  a  letter  addrerfed  to  the  prifoncr  now  at  the  bar,  to 
know  what  it  was  they  meant,  and  particularly  to  know  whe- 
ther they  meant  to  go  on  with  a  Houfe  of  Lords;  intimating 
their  doubt,  whether  with  the  Houfe  of  Lords  they  could  even- 
tually reform  the  nation,  particularly  whether  with  the  Bifhops, 
one  of  the  integral  parts  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  that  liberty  of 
Conference  which  they  wifhed  to  eftablifh,  would  ever  be  fatif- 
factorily  eftablifhed.     Another  fociety,  in  the  farr^e  year,  from 
Norwich,  put  the  qutftion  more  diftinctly  and  curiouuy,  but  in 
a  way  that  could  not  pofTibly  be  mifunderftood,  for  they  put  this 
direct  queflion,  and  this  was  put  by  Curtis,  in  a  letter  to  the 
prifoner  Hardy — "  Do  you  intend  to  rip  up  the"  monarchy  by 
the  roots  ?"-— The  fociety,  it  is  in  evidence,  fufpected  that  this 
laft  letter  Was  a  fnare  intended  for  them-     You  will  recoiled 
Lynam's  evidence  to  that  effect,   and  it  put  them  upon  their 
guard;    they  anfwered  it,  and  they  anfwered  the  other  letter. 
To  be  fure,  one  might  reafonably  have  expe&ed,  that  men,  who 

adopted 
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adopted  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  with  fincerity  of  heattf 
and  who  meant  not  to  go  beyond  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan, 
would  have,  when  fo  called  upon,  moft  diftin&ly  avowed  the 
extent  of  their  plan,  in  terms  which  would  admifof  no  qualifi- 
cation or  exception ;  they  would  have  avowed  their  dutiful  at- 
tachment to  the  King— they  would  have  avowed  their  adhe- 
rence to  the  conftitution  and  government,  as  by  law  eftablifhed 
in  King,  Lords,  and  Commons — they  would  have  left  no  man 
to  doubt,  and  particularly  thofe  perfons  who  put  the  queftion  to 
them,  of  what  their  opinions  were  upon  thofe  important  points, 
which  were  t<y  govern  the  conduct  of  others,  what  the  opinion* 
were  that  they  really  entertained  ' 

Gentlemen,  the  anfwers  to  thefe  two  requifitions  I  (hall  defire 
may  be  read ;  not  that  I  think,  in  a  cafe  of  this  nature,  much' 
ftrefs  ought  to  be  laid  upon  particular  expreffions.  God  forbid 
that  men's  lives  ftiould  depend  upon  nice  interpretations  and  con- 
ftru&ions  of  words.  I  am  againft  even  a  very  ftricl  interpreta- 
tion of  actions  to  the  prejudice  of  any  prifoner ;  but  fometimes 
expreffions  are  too  ftrong,  fometimes  tranfactions  too  explicit,  to 
admit  of  any  doubt  as  to  their  real  interpretation  and  meaning. 

Gentlemen,  the  Clerk  will  read  the  anfwers  to  thefe.  two  re* 
quifitions,  to  you  ;  attend  to  them,  and  fee  what  it  is  they  im- 
port, and  particularly  whether  they  do  import  any  fatisfa&ory: 
and  explicit  avowal  of  attachment  to  the  conftitution  of  the. 
country,  as  by  law  pftablifbed,  in  King,  Lords,  and  Commons. 

(The  Clerk  read  a  letter,  dated  November  II,  1793/  Sett 
p.  165,  Vol.  I.  Another,  dated  November  26,  1792*  in  unfwer 
to  the  former.  See  p.  166,  Vol.  I.  Another,  without  date,  in- 
dorfed,  "  Received  September  17,  1792.  See  p.  103,  Vol  I,. 
And,  the  anfwer,  dated  OSfober  11,  1792.  See  p.  105,  VoL,L) 

Gentlemen,  all  the  critical  observations  that  are  to  be  made 
upon  the  particular  expreffions  of  thefe  two  anfwers  have  been 
already  made  to  you,  and  you  will  judge  of  their  proper  force. 
I  have  no  intention  to  repeat  them,  or  to  prefs  them  upon  you. 
Such  of  them  as  ftrike  your  minds  clearly  and  diftinttly,  are 
probably  well  founded  If  it  requires  much  nicenefs  of  critical 
enquiry  to  fix  the  meaning  imputed  to  the  words,  I  fhould  ad- 
vife  you  not  to  employ  yourlelves  in  that  fort  of  criticifm ;  I  hope 
you  will  not;  you  would  only  entangle  yourfelves;  and  you 
would  not  fee  the  cafe  in  its  great  outlines,  which  I  believe  is 
the  only  \yay  in  which  it  can  be  feen  truly:  one  obfervation  I 
fhall  only  inake  upon  this  laft  anfwer,  becaufe  it  is  immediately 
connected  with  the  hiftory  of  this  tranfa£Hori ;  namely,  that  in 
the  laft  letter  they  inform  the  fociety  at  Stockport,  that  they  have 
refolved  upon  aadreffing  the  French  National  Convention ;  and 
then  follows  this  extraordinary  paflage :  "  Without  entering  into 
the  probable  effedb  of  fuch  a  meafure,  effects  which  your  fociety 
will  not  fail  to  difcover,  we  invite  you  to  join  us/'    VVhat  wq» 
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t*i*  probable  eflWte  of  this  meafure,  which  thefe  perfons  were  to 
difcover  ?  And  why  did  they  not  exprefslv  avow  to  this  fociety 
the  whole  of  their  object,  in  terms  that  could  admit  of  no  poffible 
equivocation  or  doubt? 

Thefe  are  the  only  obfervations  that  I  (hall  make  upon  this 
letter :  that  they  al!  afford  abundant  room  for  a  great  many  others 
is  very  evident  by  the  different  comments  you  have  heard  upon 
them ;  how  far  they  go  is  for  your  confideration :  they  ftate  that 
they  have  refolvcd  to  addrefs  the  French  National  Convention; 
they  did  in  faft  addrefs  the  National  Convention  of  Frai.c; ;  and 
it  is  very  apparent,  in  the  evidence,  that  the  fociety  to  which  the 
prifoner  H*dy,  belonged,  took  the  lead  in  that  meafure:  they 
notify,  not  only  to  the  Stockport  Society,  but  they  alfo  notify  to 
the  other  fociety,  with  whom  they  were  Jn  intimate  correfpen- 
dence  and.  connexion,  the  Society  for  Constitutional  Information, 
'that  they  had  refolved  to  addrefs  that  Convention;  that  fociety 
having  declared  their  approbation  of  the  intention,  they  trans- 
mitted to  the  Conftitutional  Society  the  addrefs  they  meant  to 
fend;  and  the  refill t  was,  that  the  Society  for  Constitutional 
Information  did  not  think  fit  to  join  them  in  that  particular  ad- 
drefs, but  they  alfo  refolved  to  addrefs  feparately,  and  they  in  fart 
did  addrefs  feparately.  What  their  objedb  were  in  prefenting 
thefe  addreffes,  are  only  darkly  alluded  to  in  that  letter  to  the 
fociety  at  Stockport;  but  whatever  their  objedb  might  be,  this 
feems  to  be  a  fair  obfervation  upon  their  conduct,  in  refpe£t  to 
thefe  two  focieties,  to  whom  they  fend  thefe  anfwers,  and  their 
condu&  in  prefenting  thefe  addreffes — namely,  that  if  you  might 
or  could  fuppofe  that  they  had  meafures  to  keep  with  thefe  fo- 
cieties, the  violence  of  fometo  controul,  the  moderation  of  others 
to  animate,  or  any  other  objects  which  made  it  neceflary  for 
them  to-  keep  meafures  with  thefe  focieties,  or  to  anfwer  every 
man  in  his  own  way,  fo  as  to  lofe  none  and  increafe  the  number 
of  their  followers;  and  if  you  were  difpofed  therefore  to  attribute 
the  particular  language  of  thefe  anfwers  to  fome  fi*ch  neceffity 
impofed  upon  this  fociety,  yet  in  refpeft  of  their  addreffes  to  the 
National  Convention  of  France,  they  appear  to  be  perfectly 
volunteers ;  to  have  no  meafures  to  keep  with  any  body,  and  to 
be  therefore  dire&ly  refponftble  for  all  the  immediate  purport  of 
thefe  addreffes,  and  the  confequences  which  might  be  iuppofed  to 
follow  from  them. 

.  Gentlemen,  I  believe  it  may  be  neceflary  to  trouble  you  with 
thefe  addreffes,  becaufe  they  will>  and  on  the  part  of  the  profe- 
cution  they  do  infer  from  thefe  addreffes,  this  proportion — that 
they  admit  of  no  explanation  whatever-— that  they  are  the  con* 
duct  of  determined  republicans,  going  out  of  their  way  to  ex- 
prefs  their  zeal  in  the  caufe  of  republicanism  Now  you  will 
hear  thofe  addreffes' read,  and  judge  for  yourfelves  how  tor  they 
merit  that  imputation. 

(Xtad 
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(Read  by  the  Cterk  of  the  Court.) 
*  October,  1792.  At  a  meeting  of  the  Society  for  Conftitu- 
tional  Information,  held  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor  Tavern, 
Strand.  Read  the  following  letter  and  inclofed  addrefs  to 
the  National  Convention  of  Frande,  from  the  London  Cor- 
refponding  Society." 

Lord  Prefident.  You  need  not  read  the  letter ;  it  does  not  ap- 
pear that  the  prifoner  was  prefent.     Go  on  to  the  addrefs. 

The  Clerk  reads  the  addrefs  of  the  London  Correfponding  So- 
ciety, (See  p.  161,  Vol.  I.J  and  Cdnflitutional  Society.  (See 
p.  282,  Vol.  I.) 

Lord  Prefident.  I  ftated  to  you*  Gentlemen*  that  thefe  ad- 
drefles  had  been  prefented.  In  the  evidence  it  appeared  they  were 
prefented  by  perfons  appointed  from  hence- — one  of  them  of  the 
name  of  Froft.  The  language  in  which  he  prefented  them  they 
are  in  pofleflion  of,  and  the  evidence  has  been  laid  before  you. 
It  will  be  proper  that  you  fhould  hear  it. 

(  The  Clerk  reads  the  addrefs  of  Joel  Barlow  and  John  Froft, 
at  the  bar  of  the  Convention.)     See  p.  284,  Vol.  I. 

Lord  Prefident.  Such  was  the  language,  Gentlemen*  in  which 
thofe  addrefles  were  prefented  to  the  National  Convention  in 
France.  I  forbear,  at  this  time,  to  remark  upon  that  language, 
and  upon  the  condu&  of  thofe  perfons  who  .were  employed  to 
deliver  that  addrefs,  except  fo  far  as  that  language  is  conne&ed 
with  the  cafe  of  this  prifoner,  becaufe  for  any  other  purpofe  it  is 
not  before  you.  But  this  language,  though  not  held  by  the  pri- 
foner himfelf,  nor  by  thofe  perfons  who  deputed  Froft  and  Bar- 
low to  deliver  it,  yet  it  will  be  found  to  affeft  them  in  fome 
degree,  becaufe  the  language  of  the  prefentation  of  the  addrefs 
is  tranfmitted  by  them  to  the  focieties  \  and  you  will  And  an 
unqualified  approbation  of  the  conduit  of  Mr.  Froft  and  Mr. 
Barlow,  after  they  had  informed  them  in  what  language  the  ad- 
drefs had  been  prefented,  given  by  the  Society  for  Conflitu- 
tional Information,  of  which  the  prifoner  at  the  "bar,  Hardy,  was 
an  afTociated  member.  One  material  obfervation  that  occurs  up- 
on that  is,  that  it  was  publicly  declared,  that  till  the  National 
Convention  of  France  had  begun  to  ad,  there  was  little  to  be 
done  here  with  refpecr.  to  the  views  of  thefe  popular  focieties. 
Whether  that  goes  any  way  towards  warranting  the  idea  of  a 
new  interpretation  of  the  words  dseprefentation  of  the  people, 
univerfal  fufFrage,  and  annual  election,  ^rifing  out  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  National  Convention  in  France,  having  exhi- 
bited that  great  fcene  on  the  theatre  of  the  world  then  attempted 
to  be  carried  into  execution,  is  for  your  judgement.  This  pre- 
fentation has  expreiFed  an  expectation  that  felicitations  might 
foon  come  to  a  National  Convention  or  Affembly  in  England, 
and  the  idea  is  approved  of  by  the  fociety  who  fent  Froft,  for 
they  thanked  him  in  an  unqualified  manner.     What  then  is  that 
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National  Aftembly  which  might  be  eftablifhed  in  England,  and 
Which  was  to  be  felicitated  by  France  ?  Thau  will  be  a  material 
fubje£t  for  yodt  ferious  confideratiori. 

Gentlemen*  I  have  ftated  to  you,  that  the  only  efred  in  this 
Cafe  whidi  the  language  of  the  delegates  who prefented  this  addrefs 
can  have,  is  in  refpedl  of  the  adoption  of  it  by  the  prifoner, 
and  by  the  perfons  who  were  Concerned  with  him.— It  Was  truly 
obferved,  that  when  art  agent  is  employed,  it  would  be  a  cruel 
thing  to  bind  the  principal  to  any  thing  which  goes  bevond  his 
dire&  agency ;  and  it  would  be  a  cruel  thing  if  the  act  of  the 
agency  cannot  be  feparated  from  the  agent,  and  if  the  principal 
has  not  approved  of  it ;  but  if,  in  its  own  nature,  the  principal 
did  approve  of  it,  there  is  no  hardship,  or  cruelty,  or  impropriety 
whatever,  in  conitruing  the  language  and  fentiments  of  the 
agents  to  be  the  language  and  fentiments  of  the  principal. 

Gentlemen,  you  will  judge  whether  thofe  concerned  to  fup& 
port  this  profecution  have,  upon  folid  grounds,  or  otherwise, 
branded  this  proceeding  with  rank  repubh'canifm,  and  with  being 
a  diftinft  avowal  to  every  man  within  the  knowledge  where 
thefe  addreffcs  fhould  come)  that  thefe  were  the  people  em- 
barked in  the  caufe  of  republicanifm*  it  was  an  extremely  im- 
portant point  to  fettle  for  the  review  of  the  further  proceedings 
in  this  caufc,  becaufe,  undoubtedly,  they  have  a  very  different 
complexion,  as  underftood  to  be  the  proceedings  of  determined 
republicans*  or  as  underftood  to  be  the  proceedings  of  dutiful 
and  loyal  fubjeds  to  the  Kins,  zealoufly  affeded  to  the  confti- 
tution  of  the  country,  as  eftablifhed  in  a  King,  Lords,  and 
Commons.  Men  of  the  latter  defcription  are  entitled  to  a  large, 
liberal,  and  candid  interpretation  of  all  their  words  and  aftions ; 
men  of  other  principles  muft  expe&  to  have  their  language, 
their  fentiments,  and  their  condu£k  referred  to  thofe  prin- 
ciples* 

Gentlemen,  the  next  head  of  enquiry  for  you  will  be  the 
tranfa&ions  of  thefe  focieties  fubfequent  to  the  prefenting  of 
thofe  addrefi'es,  and  prior  to  the  conception  of  this  prefent  de- 
iign  of  a  National  Convention  in  England,  which  is  the  imme- 
diate fubjeft  of  this  profecution ;  and  you  will  examine  whether 
perfons  who  have  taken  this  extraordinary  ftep,  which  feems  to 
have  been  uncalled  for,  and  to  have  had  for  its  principal  objed  a 
demonftration  of  the  principles  which  a&uated  that  addrefs— 
whether  the  authors  of  it,  and  perfons  concerned  in  it,  have  in 
any  manner  redeemed  themfelves  from  the  imputation  which  the 
prefentation  of  thefe  addreffes  has  brought  upon  them  by  their 
fubfequent  conduct. 

I  ftated  to  you,  that  as  far  as  voting  unqualified  approbation, 
they  immediately  adopted  it  upon  coniideration,  and  after  hearing 
their  own  agent's  own  comment  upon  it,  he  ftates  the  probable 
cftedt  of  prefenting  thefe  addreffes,  which  feems  to  have  been 
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partly  alluded  to  in  the  letter  from  the  Stockport  Society.  What 
effe&s,  fay  they,  thefe  addreftes  may  have,  we  will  not  enter 
into— you  may  difcover  the  perfon  -who  prefented  this  addreft 
ftated  the  effects,  that  probably  a  felicitation  would  come  from 
France  to  a  National  Convention  in  England. 

Gentlemen,  the  acts  of  this  fociety,  more  immediately  refer- 
able to  thefe  fentiments,  and  which  have  been  laid  before  you 
on  the  part  of  the  profecution,  confift  chiefly  of  votes  of  warm, 
and  unqualified  approbation  of  the  works  of  two  celebrated 
writers,  Thomas  Paine  and  Joel  Barlow-— Paine  writing  upon 
the  Rights  of  Man,  Barlow  writing  upon  what  was  called  the 
Privileged  Orders. — Thefe  works,   whether   the  whole  objeft 
of  them  was  pointed  that  way  or  not,  I  do  not  take  upon  myfelf 
to  fay,  not  being  fufficiently  mafter  of  the  whole  extent  of  thefe 
works ;  but  thefe  works  do  moft  affuredly  attack,  direftly  and 
pointedly,   the  eftablifhment  of  the  monarchy  of  this  country, 
and 'they  do  attack,   more  or  lefs  pointedly  and  dire&ly,    the 
eftablifhment  of  that  order  in  this  country,  the  Houfe  of  Lords. 
The  focieties  not  only  approved  of  thole  works,  but  they  dif- 
perfed  them  all  over  the  country  with  a  wonderful  anxiety,  and 
at  a  great  expence.     What  for?     The  profecutors  afk  you  that 
quemon.     Why  is  this  done?     They  fay,  it  is  acting  confif- 
tently,  if  it  is  done  by  republicans,  who  wifh  to  fubvert  the 
monarchy,  and  overturn  the  eftablifhed  orders ;  but  if  it  is  done 
by  dutiful  fubje&s  of  the  King,  and  perfons  attached  to  the  con- 
ftitution  of  the  country,  what  explanation  can  they  give  of  it  ? 
In  the  defence  that  was  made  for  this  prifoner,  it  was  obferved, 
that  there  were  parts  of  thefe  works  going  to  the  general  rights 
of  man,   going  to  fuch  general  rights  as  can  exift  in  fociety, 
without  going  into  every  eftablifhment  of  particular  focieties  m 
particular  countries;  that  there  were  parts  of  the  work  to  which 
there  could  be  no  objection ;  parts  of  the  work,  therefore,  that 
might  be  difleminated  by  honeft  men  and  good  fubjedts ;  and  I 
know  not  but  the  obfervation  may  be  fair.     But  another  obfer- 
vation  which  arifes  upon  that  certainly  is — was  it  not  the  duty 
of  honeft  men  and  good  fubjecls,   and  who  thought  they  faw 
reafon  for  difleminating-  thole  parts  of  the  works  of  Thomas 
.  Paine  and  Joel  Barlow,  as  might  ferve  to  enlighten  the  minds 
of  mankind,  upon  fubjects  upon  which  they  ought  to  be  en- 
lightened— I  fay,  was  it  not  fit  for  thofe  who  diiieminated  fuch 
works  with  fuch  views,  fhould  they  not  have  taken  fome  pains 
to  feparate  the  bad  part  from  the  good,  or  at  leaft  fhould  have 
given  to  the  public  fome  caution,  that  in  reading  thofe  works 
they  fhould  make  that  feparation ;  that  when  they  were  reading 
of  the  general  rights  of  man,  and  fhould  find  pafTages  ftriking 
at  the  monarchy  of  this  country,  that  they  would  be  careful  not 
to  imbibe  prejudices  againft  the  monarchy  of  this  country ;  and 
when  they  read  obfervations  upon  the  privileged  orders,   they 
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Should  be  cautioned  not  to  attend  to  any  thing  that  might  ftrika 
at  the  privileged  orders  of  this  country,  to  which  they  were 
attached  ?  Such,  furely,  fhould  have  been  the  conduct  of  good 
fubje&s ;  but  that  this  was  not  the  conduct  of  thefe  perfons,  is 
moft  apparent-— that  it  mud  have  had  the  effe&  of  doing  a  great 
deal  of  mifchief  towards  alienating  the  minds  of  the  King's 
fiibje&s  from  his  perfon,  from  his  government,  and  the  confti- 
tution,  is  perfectly  clean  How  much  of  that  effect  thefe  per-* 
fons  intended,  I  mall  leave  entirely  to  your  confident  tion :  onlv 
thus  much  I  think  is  clear — that  tnere  is  nothing  in  thefe  pub- 
lications which  can  ferve  to  remove  any  prejudices  which  arife 
againft  the  prifoner,  and  thofe  perfons  concerned  with  him,  or 
arifing  from  the  prefentation  of  thofe  addrefles  to  the  National 
Convention,  which  feem  to  declare  them  determined  repub- 
licans- 
Gentlemen,  another  general  feature  m  the  tranfaclions  of 
thefe  men,  is  the  abundance  of  licentious  publications  fcattered 
throughout  the  country ;  alfo  tending  to  produce  the  fame  effeft, 
the  alienation  of  the  affections  of  die  Country  from  the  Kin* 
and  his  government.  That  grievances  may  exift,  and  will  exiff, 
in  all  countries;  that  they  may  and  will  exift  to  an  extent, 
greater  or  lefs,  in  this  country,  may  be  true ;  but  dutiful  and 
good  fubje&s,  who  honeftly  mean  the  reform  of  thofe  grievances, 
lfiould  take  care,  in  their  endeavours  to  procure  that  reform, 
not  to  hazard  the  overturning  of  the  government  itfelf.  Thefe 
are  the  tranfaclions  of  the  early  part  of  the  year  1793,  upon 
which  the  profecutors  rely  as  marking  a  fpirit  of  difaffection  and 
repuhlicanifm,  by  which  thefe  men  were  actuated,  and  as  evi- 
dencing a  train  of  meafures  taken  to  prepare  men's  minds  for 
the  fcheme  they  call  radical  reform — fome  alteration  in  the  con- 
ititution  and  government  of  the  country. 

It  appears  that,  in  the  courfe  of  the  fummer  of  that  year,  the 
idea  of  a  National  Convention  to  be  held  in  Scotland  dri ciliated, 
and  they,  fay  for  the  profecution,  certainly  not  without  colour. 
How  far  it  is  diftinclly  proved,  you  will  judge ;  but  they  hy  ll>r 
the  profecution,  that  it  originated  with  this^prifojier  at  the  bar, 
becaufe,s  thpy  fay,  it  was  a  letter  written  by  this  prifoner  to 
Skirving,  in  Edinburgh,  that  recommended  tne  meal  tire  to  be 
taken  by  the  popular  locieties  to  begin  in  Scotland.  You  wi'l 
hear  that  letter  read. 

(The  Clerk  read  a  letter •>  dated  London,  the  ryth  of  May, 
*793»  figned  Thomas  Haray>  and  addrejfed  to  Skirving.)  See 
page  u8,   Vol.  L 

The  particular  eXpre/Iion  upon  which  the  finger  is  laid,  is— 
**  We  wiih  you  to  begin  there.? — Now  you  will  hear  th.2 
aniwer  that -Serving  gives,  and  you  will  attend  to  it  diligently, 
becaufe  that  anfwer  is  charged  by  the  profecution  to  have  a 
great  deal  of  matter  in  it,  tending  to  explain  the  mechanifin  of 
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a  National  Convention!  and  alfo   what  was  to  be  the  great 
obje&  of  it. 

(The  Clerk  rend  a  Utter ',  dated  Edinburgh,  the  7,0th  of  Mayy 
17QJ>  fizn*d  William  Skirving^  and  addrejjid  to  Mr*  Hardy.) 
See  page  119,  Vol.  I. 

Gentlemen,  almoft  every  part  of  this  letter  deferves  the  moft. 
ferious  attention,  with  a  view  to  triofe  points  which  I  ftated  to 
you  juft  before  the  letter  was  begun  to  be  read,  and  I  think' 
there  is  one  paragraph  in  it  which  may  require  my  re-ftating  to 
you.     The  writer  fays*--"  I  have  not  a  higher  wim,  in  the  pre- 
sent exertions  for  reform,  than  to  fee  the  people  univerfally  and 
regularly  aflbciated;  becaufe  I  am  perfuaded,   that  the  prefent 
diiaftrous  engagements  wilj  iflue  in  ruin,  and  the  people  then  mud 
provide  for  themfelves."  What  do  thofe  myfterious  words  mean— ~ 
**  Difaftrous  engagements  muft  end  in  ruin?"     If  they  were 
underftood  to  refer  to  any  of  the  political  engagements  that  this 
country  was  involved  in,  and  which  might  end  il]x  the  people 
would  not,   therefore,    have  to   provide  for    themfelves;   that 
would  not  diflblve  the  government :    therefore,   what  do  they, 
mean  when  they  talk  of  thefe  u  difaftrous  engagements  which 
will  ifTue  in  ruin,  and  the  people  then  muft  provide  for  them- 
felves j  and  it  would  be  unhappy,  when  we  fliould  be  ready  to 
aft  with  unanimity,  to  be  occupied  about  organization,  without 
which,  however,  anarchy  muft  enfue  ?"    Why  it  is  true,  that  if. 
the  country  was  to  be  brought  into  fuch  a  ftate  that  the  govern- 
ment was  to  be  deftroyed,  and  there  was  no  other  government 
ready  to  fake  its  place  organized,  if  that  is  meant  by  organisa- 
tion, that  it  would  be  a  very  unhappy  circumftance  that  "  whe/i 
they  ihouid  be  ready  to  adt  with  unanimity,  to  be  occupied  about 
organization,  without  which,  however,  anarchy  muft  enfue.  We 
will  not  need  but  to  be  prepared  for  the  event,   to  ftand   and 
fee  the  Salvation  of  the  Lord.     Let  us,  therefore,  take  the  hint 
given  us  by  our  oppreflbrs ;  let  14s  begin  in  earned  to  make  up 
gur  minds  relative  to  the  extent  of  reform  which  we  ought  to 
fcek :"  the  extent  of  reform  we  ought  to  feek,  confident  with  all 
their  profeflions  and  avowals^  was  diftind,  and  had  been  fo  a  great 
while  j    it  was  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  of  reform :  w  be 
prepared  tojuftify  it,  and  to  controvert  objections ,  let  us  model 
the  whole  in  the  public  mind;  let  us  provide  every  (take  and  ftay 
of  the  tabernacle  which  we  would  ereft,  fo  that  when  the  taber- 
nacles of  oppreflion  in  the  palaces  of  ambition  are  broken  down 
under  the  madnefs  and  folly  of  their  fupporters,  we  then,  with- 
out anarchy  and  all  dangerous  delay,  ere&  at  once  our  taberna- 
cle of  righteoufhefs,  and  may  the  Lord  hjmfelf  be  in  it !" 

What  do  thefe  myfterious  words  mean?  Are  they  right  on 
the  part  of  the  profecution  in  afcribing  to  this  parage  this  ienfe— - 
that  the  writer  fuppofed  circumftanses  would  arife,  which  would 
produce  a  diiTolution  of  the  government  of  the  country;   and 
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that  m  that  cafe  it  would  be  fit  that  fome  body  of  men  (hould  be 
ready  to  take  the  powers  of  government  and  aft  upon  it ;  or  do 
they  only  mean  that  a  reform  in  Parliament  will  be  found  to  be 
neceffary,  and  when  it  would  be  neceflary  the  people  ought  to  be 
prepared  to  know  what  it  is  that  they  mean  to  afk,  in  what  legal 
and  conftitutional  form  they  mean  to  afk  it  ? 

Gentlemen,  this  is  an  exposition  upon  this  doftrine  of  a  Con- 
vention, coming  from  a  Briton,  and  immediately  communicated 
to  this  prifoner  at  the  bar,  and  it  has,  in  that  refpeft,  a  direft 
application  to  him ;  and  it  is  of  the  utmoft  importance  to  fatisfy 
the  world,  that  he  has  not  been  furprized  into  any  thing,  but 
that  all  manner  of  communication  on  the  fubjeft  he  has  had,  and 
has  had  an  opportunity  of  weighing  it. 

Gentlemen,  there  is  another  expofition  of  a  National  Con- 
vention which  the  evidence  affords,  but  I  have  not  ftated  it  to  you 
particularly ;  and  now  I  do  mention  it,  I  (hall  mention  it  dating — 
that  under  the  particular  circumftances  it  ought  not  to  weigh 
againit  the  prifoner — I  "mean,  the  fpeech  of  Barrere  upon  the 
fubjeft  of  a  National  Convention,  in  which  he  takes  a  great 
deal  of  pains  to  (hew  that  a  National  Convention  is  a  thing  per- 
fectly confiftent  with  an  eftablifhed  government,  for  an  efta- 
blifhed gevernment  was  to  be  the  general  will  by  which  the  af- 
fairs of  the  country  were  to  be  condufted,  fo  long  as  they  were 
to  be  condufted ;  out  the  National  Convention  was  the  authority 
of  the  people  itfelf,  and  which  might  lawfully,*  with  the  efta- 
blifhment  of  all  governments,   be  reforted  to,   whenever  there 
was  occafion :  a  doftrine  that  was  a  little  alluded  to  in  the  de- 
fence that  was  made,  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner,  but  which,  I 
think,  was  not  meant  to  be  fupported  by  the  Counfel ;    (for  bis 
propofition  was,  that  the  people  had  a  right  to  alter  their  go- 
vernment ;)  if  it  had,  I'  (hould  have  thought  it  right  to  interrupt 
the  Counfel,    but. he  treated  it  only  as  a  general  propofition, 
which,  under  certain  circumftances,  may  be  true,  and  the  Court 
would  not  think  of  contradifting  it  formally ;  but  it  is  a  propo- 
fition, however,  not  proper  to  mention  in  a  Court  of  Juftice, 
and  which  they  ought  not  to  hear  while  they  are  fitting  to  ad- 
minifter  the  law — a  propofition  which  tends  to  annihilate  the 
whole  fyftem  at  once;  yet  an  unwillingnefs  to  interrupt  him, 
becaufe  it  might  interrupt  and  break  in  upon  the  thread  of  his 
defence,  prevented  my  taking  notice  of  it  5  and  I  only  now  take 
notice  of  it  to  (hew,  that  it  cannot -have  any  application  to  the 
prefent  cafe.     But  the  reafon  why  I  think  it  is  unfair  to  preis 
upon  the  prifoner  this  expofition  of  a  French  National  Con- 
vention, is,  that  as  far  as  I  can  judge,  it  came  over  into  this 
country  from  the  Moniteur;  and  though  it  was  received  by  the 
Conftitutional  Society,  and  ordered  to  be  entered  in  their  book-S 
it  does  not  appear  to  be  tranfiated  into  Englifh  till  it  comes  here» 
and  therefore  X  think  that  this  prifoner  at  the  bar  might  never 
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have  had  an  opportunity  of  knowing  what  Barrere  had  thought 
or  faid  upon  the  fubjeft,  and  confequently  there  was  no  oppor* 
tunity  of  their  fen ti merits  having  any  influence  upon  his  con-* 
duft ;  but  it  is  otherwife  furely  with  refpeft  to  this  letter,  which 
came  to  his  hands — a  letter  of  his  own  correfpondence,  found 
in  his  pofleffion,  and  which  he  had  a  full  opportunity  of  weighing, 
of  aflcing  any  explanation,  of  reje&ing  any  part  of  it,  of  con-* 
ftruine  it,  and  of  correfting  the  ideas  that  were  in  it;  and  i£ 
after  web  a  correfpondence,  fuch  a  meafure  was  to  be  fet  on  foot, 
taking  care  that  it  mould  not  be  fet  on  foot  with  a  poffibility  of 
its  leading  fo  anv  of  thefe  confequences  which  feem  to  be  in  4 
myfterious  way  fpoken  of  in  this  letter. 

Gentlemen,  upon  the  5th  of  October,  in  that  year,  the  pri- 
soner wrote  a  letter  to  Skirving,  in  anfwer  to  a'  letter  of  Skir* 
ying's,  which  feems  to  bear  date  the  2d  of  October :  that  letter 
is  not  in  evidence 5  and  in  that  letter  (in  the  firft  of  thefe  letters 
that  I  have  now  mentioned)  the  prifoner  fpeaks  of  himfelf  and 
Margarot,  highly  approving  of  the  projeCt  of  the  Convention  in 
Scotland,  andrecommends  to  Skirving  to  write  an  official  letter 
#  to  his  fociety,  to  Mr.  Hardy's  fociety,  to  propofe  to  them  to  fend 
delegates  to  that  Convention ;  and  in  that  letter  he  deiires  him 
not  to  take  notice  that  he  had  had  any  communication  with  him  $ 
and  that  is  accordingly  done,  and  the  delegates  are  in  faCfc  ap* 
pointed.  Here  the  prifoner  Hardy  appears  quite  in  a  new  cha-* 
xaCter ;  he  was  certainly  not  an  inactive  member  of  the  fociety, 
independent  of  his  Situation  as  fecretary  5  but,  to  be  fure,  it  was 
an  obfervation  very  much  in  his  favour,  as  to  the  fecret  thoughts 
of  his  mind,  that  he  was  acting  only  as  a  fecretary  $  and  that  he 
might  be  mifled  to  put  his  name  to  a  great  many  things  to 
which  his  mind  did  not  aflent,  not  weighing,  perhaps,  the  words 
he  wrote.  There  are  many  people,  undoubtedly,  who  copy 
whole  fheets,  without  having  any  idea  of  the  contents  of  any 
one  in  their  minds  at  the  time  that  they  are  writing;  and  fuch 
might  be  the  nature  of  a  fecretary,  in  the  way  of  his  bufinefs,  - 
according  to  the  understanding  of  the  man,  But  here  he  is  cer- 
tainly a  principal,  and  a  molt  extraordinary  one— ra  principal 
aCting  a  good  deal  in  a  fpirit  of  intrigue  and  duplicity,  which 
totally  changes  the  character  of  the  man,  as  one  (hould,  without 
that  piece  of  evidence,  have  underftood  it  from  all  the  reft  of 
the  evidence  in  the  caufe.  The  letter  is  written*  and  the  dele- 
gates are  appointed ;  they  were  yery  able  men  who  were  ap- 
pointed, Margarot  and  Gerald,  The  Scotch  Convention  is 
held ;  the  Scotch  Convention  fat  for  fourteen  days,  and  was  then 
difperfed  by  authority.  What  was  to  have  happened  if  that 
Scotch  Convention  held  had  not  been  difperfed,  we  can  only 
ConjeCfcure ;  but,  in  order  to  form  any  conjecture,  any  rational 
conje6ture  with  refpeCt  to  it,  and  in  order  to  open  our  owij 
minds  to  the  general  obje^fc  0f  this  CwiYsnfaa  tot  then  fet^ 
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you  will  call  back  to  your  memory*  juft  the  leading  features  of 
it.  It  was  reprefented  to  prefs  on  you,  on  the  part  of  the  pri- 
foner,  that  it  was  only  a  meeting  of  the  feverat  delegates  for  2 
(ingle  object,  to  connder  what  was  the  beft  way  of  applying  to 
Parliament  to  procure  a  reform  in  Parliament. 

With  refpect  to  that,  you  will  recollect  the  tranfactions  of 
the  year,  with  refpeft  to  an  application  to  Parliament,  There 
had  been  an  application  to  Parliament,  and  the  principal  mover 
in  Parliament  was  an  honourable  man,  of  whom  you  have  heard, 
Mr,  Grey,  and  the  fincerity  of  his  application  to  Parliament, 
I  pre  fume,  no  man  alive  will  doubt ;  but  the  fincerity  of  their 
application  to  Parliament,  upon  this  evidence,  every  man  muft 
(doubt,  becaufe  there  are  plain  traces  of  this  fociety,  and  other 
focieties,  coming  into  it,  not  as  a  meafure  that  they  approve,  not 
as  a  meafure  that  they  expect  any  fruit  from,  but  as  a  meafure 
that  they  thought  would  be  rfeful,  by  way  of  preparation  for 
what  they  had  in  their  minds,  and  to  keep  the  public  mind  agi- 
tated upon  that  fubjeft  5  and,  in  fa<£t,  you  obferve  the  avowed 
oftenfible  purpofe,  was  not  the  only  purpofe  of  this  Convention. 
In  truth,  upon  the  9th  or  10th  day,  you  will  recollect,  when^ 
there  is  a  motion  made  in  this  Convention,  that  a  fcroll  of  a 
petition  to  Parliament  mould  be  prefented ;  they  put  the  order 
of  the  day  upon  it,  and  negative  it ;  and  therefore  it  fcems  to 
me,  that  every  thing  that  belonged  to  that  which  feemed  to  be 
the  purpofe  of  the  meeting,  was  at  an  end.  But,  laying  that 
object  afide,  view  this  Convention  as  it  was,  and  as  it  gradually 
went  on,  you  will  find  this  Convention  clofely  imitating  the 
manners  of  the  National  Convention  of  France :  you  hear  of 
primary  aflemblies  and  fections — Committees  are  common  to  all, 
and  therefore  no  ftrefs  ought  to  be  laid  upon  that.  You  perceive 
this  Convention  aflumin'g  to  itfelf  a  formality  very  becoming, 
where  it  is  the  fubject  of  ho  juft  exception,  but,  in  the  place 
in  which  it  appears,  certainly  very  alarming.  They  began,  that 
is,  the  Convention  is  conftituted,  every  day  by  folemn  prayer; 
it  clofed  every  day  by  folemn  prayer,  after  many  forms  of  bu- 
finefs,  and  no,  real  bufmefs.  There  was  alfo  a  Committee  of! 
Finance,  to  manage  fifteen  or  twenty  pounds,  and  other  cir- 
cumftances,  that,  in  a  cauie  of  lefs  confequence,  would  hardly 
be  the  fubject  of  grave  confideration.  But,  upon  the  iothday, 
it  is  very  ftriking :  on  that  day  they  afliimed  to  themfelvcs  to 
date  from  the  Convention  Houfe,  the  firit  year  of  the  Britifh 
Convention 

Recollect  how  clofely  that,  goes  to  the  language  of  the  Na- 
tional Convention  of  France,  how  nearly  that  goes  towards 
afluming  to  be  a  power  in  the  ftate,  which  was  to  have  an  epoch, 
from  whence,  to  all  the  world,  its  proceedings  might  be  marked 
and  commence.  I  fay,  what  would  have  happened,  if  this 
Convention  had  not  been  difpex&d  at  the  end  of  fourteen  days, 
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no  man  alive  can  take  upon  himfelf  to  fay,  if  they  continued  63 
afliime  in  the  manner  in  which  they  began,  and  fome  interval 
had  been  permitted  to  them.  This  leems  to  me  to  be  warranted 
by  what  did  happen  in  France — that  fuppofing,  in  that  time, 
any  thing  had  happened  to  ^give  the  public  opinion  to  that  body 
of  men,  they  had  been  the  government  of  this  country.  They 
were  however  difperfed,  and  the  confequence  of  that  difperfion 
was,  that  proceedings  have  taken  place,  which  it  would  ill  be- 
come me,  in  this  place,  to  make  any  obfervation  upon,  except 
that  occafion  was  taken  to  complain  of  them  as  a  great  grievance, 
and  moft  certainly  this  prifoner,  and  this  prifoner's  friends  who 
were  conne&ed  with  him  in  thefe  focieties,  did  take  occafion 
from  thence  to  irritate  the  public  mind  to  as  great  a  degree  as  it 
was  poffible,  by  the  reflections  that  were  made  upon  thofe  pro* 
ceedings. 

Gentlemen,  ,the.  immediate  confequence  of  the  reflexions 
which  were  difperfed  upon  the  fubjeA  of  thefe  proceedings,  was 
a  plan  of  adopting  a  Britifti  Convention,  to  be  held  in  England  5 
which  brings  us  nearly  to  the  point  to  which  all  the  prefent  en- 
quiry is  to  have  its  relation,  more  or  lefs;  and  now  it  will  deferve 
ferious  attention,  on  your  part,  to  the  circumftances  with  which 
this  new  plan  of  Convention  was  introduced  to  the  public  notice, 
and  by  which  it  was  recommended  to  the  public  attention,  in 
order  to  enable  you  to  judge,  whether  the  objeS  of  it  was  that 
peaceable  object,  which  it  is  infifted  upon  on  the  part  of  the 
prifoner  was  really  at  the  bottom  of  the  whole,  or  whether  the 
objeft  of  it  nuift  not  have  been,  to  carry  into  effe&  republican 
principles,  and  to  introduce  a  full  and  free  reprefentation  of  the 
people,  but  not  in  the  Commons*  Houfe  of  Parliament,  under 
our  conftitution.  One  (hould  have  thought,  that  under  any 
provocations,  which  thefe  people  thought  they  might  feel,  and 
might  be  juftified  in  feeling,  refpefting  any  public  events,  yet 
with  the  circumftances  of  the  difperfion  of  the  former  Conven- 
tion, and  all  the  obje&ions  that  were  made  to  that  Convention, 
that  if  they  were  determined  to  have  another  Convention,  they 
would,  at  feaft,  have  taken  care  fo  to  guard  their  views,  their 
language,  and  proceedings,  that  it  fhould  be  impoffible  to  be 
mimnderftood  %  to  have  expreffed  themfelves  upon  alj  occafions, 
efpecially  where  they  opened  the  grounds  of  this  Convention, 
with  a  decent  moderation  towards  the  government  of  the  country, 
towards  its  proceedings,  but  with  an  exprefs  avowal  of  loyal 
ientiments,  with  an  exprefs  difavowal  of  going  any  lengths  that 
could  bejuftly  obje&edto,  with  an  exprefs  difayowal  of  going 
beyond  the  original  objeft  of,  parliamentary  reform,  as  ftated  by 
the  Duke  of  Richmond 5  and  every  thing  that  was  inflammatory 
would  have,  been  moft  carefully  avoided,  in  order  to  prevent 
their  purpofes  being  mifunderftood,  and,  what  is  more  material, 
jn  order,  to  prevent  the  mcafure  itfelf  from  being)  by  any  pofli- 
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fcility,  productive  of  mifchie£  This  fhould  have  keen  its* 
COfldWh  What  was  their  conduit  you  will  fee,  and  from  te* 
form  your  own  conclufions.  The  papers  which  particular'.? 
mark  it  will  be  read  to  you :  I  do  not  confider  it  my  btifinds  to 
enter  into  a  particular  comment  upon  them  3  they  will  mac 
their  own  impreffion  upon  your  minds,  and  you  will  take  car; 
they  do  not  make  an  unreasonable  impreffion,  going  too  far:  \ 
certainly  fhall  not  prefs  any  thing  upon  you  that  may  teea 
to  lead  you  to  conftrue  them  beyond  their  proper  import. 

Gentlemen,  I  think  the  firft  material  paper,  there  are  man? 
which  are  connected  with  it,  but  the  firft  great  paper  which  is 
material  in  the  view  of  it,  in  which  I  am  now  fpeaking,  is  the 
addrefs  of  the  20th  of  January,  1794,  from  the  Globe  Tavern— 
that  addrefs  you  will  hear  read. 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  §f  the  Court.) 

See  page  1 38,  Vol.  I. 

Lord  Preftdent.  Gentlemen*  you  have  heard  this  paper  read 
Of  the  20th  of  January,  There  is  exprefs  reference  in  it  to  a 
Convention  in  the  latter  part  of  it;  and  it  was  certainly  voted 
and  publifhed  at  the  time,  when  the  idea  of  a  Convention  was  is 
the  minds  of  all  thefe  people*  And  now,  Gentlemen,  with  re- 
gard to  that  paper  vou  are  to  judge  between  the  King  and  the 
prifoner,  whether  the  object  of  that  Convention  was  merely  to 
procure  that  full  and  free  reprefentation  of  the  people,  with 
which  the  firft  part  of  the  paper  clofes,  in  the  Commons'  Houie 
of  Parliajnent,  and  in  the  due  courfe  of  the  law,  and  according 
to  the  conftitution  of  the  country ;  or  whether  that  paper  is  to  be 
confidered  as  a  public  manifefto,  as  an  appeal  to  the  people  againft 
the  government,  to  direct  the  people's  mind  to  the  overturning 
of  the  government,  and  directing  the  people's  minds  to  the  ufe 
that  fhould  be  made  of  a  Convention,  for  the  purpofe  of  over- 
turning thegovernment* 

Gentlemen,  this  happened  upon  the  20th  of  January.  They 
began  in  thefe  two  focieties  to  confider  how  this  Convention  was 
to  he  brought  about.  The  Conftitutional  Society  had  refolved 
upon  it  in  terms  that,  upon  the  face  of  them*  were  open  tofome 
obfervation :  people  might  object  to  it*  The  refolution  of  theirs 
was  communicated  to  the  Correfponding  Society  3  there  was  a 
Conference,  then  a  Committee  of  Correspondence*  and  Co-ope* 
ration,  in  order  to  produce  this  Convention,  and  to  confider  the 
rneans  of  doing  it*  But  before  they  come  to  that,  the  firft  joint 
Committee*  they  corrected  in  fome  meafure  the  language  of  this 
propofed  Convention,  and  they  made  it  more  moderate,  and 
therefore  it  is  fit  it  fhould  be  read*  You  will  therefore  read  the 
refolution  for  a  Convention,  as  propofed  by  the  joint  focieties* 

(Read  by  the  Clerk  0/  theKjturt') 

«  At  a  General  Meeting  of  the  Society  for  Conftitutional 
Information^  held  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor  Tavern,  Strand, 
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April  1 t,  17^4,  Mr.  Joyce  made  a  report  of  the  delegates  oFthe 
London  Corresponding  Society,  for  the  purpofe  of  this  focietjr 
co-operating  with  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  and  that 
they  came  to  the  following  refolutions : 

u  I.  Refolved,  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee  very  dcfire- 
able  that  a  General  Meeting  or  Convention  of  the  Friends  of 
Liberty  fliould  be  called,  for  the  purpofe  of  talcing  into  confider- 
atiort  the  proper  methods  of  obtaining  a  full  and  fair  reprefenta- 
tion  of  the  people.' ' 

Lord  Prejident.  That  is  the  whole  I  wanted  to  be  read.    You 
fee  the  language  of  it  is  a  Convention  or  Affcmbly  for  the  pur- 
pofe of  the  proper  methods  of  obtaining  a  full  and  fair  reprefen- 
tation  of  the  people.     This   is  the  object  as  upon  confideration 
they  think  fit  to  exprefs,  and  it  would  never  have  been"  too  late 
for  them  to  have  have  retracted  any  part  of  the  raflinefs  and  vio- 
lence of  any  former  meafures  that  they  had  taken  ;  and  therefore, 
if  you  are  warranted  to  fuppofe,  that,  feeing  the  language  that 
had  before  been  ufed  was  too  violent,  and  the  fentiments  too 
extravagant^  if  they  really  meant  to  moderate  it,  and  meant  to 
confine  the  object  of  the  Convention  within  its  juft  limits,  they 
certainly  ought  to  have  the  full  benefit  of  it;  but  it  is  to  be  ob- 
ferved  upon  this  refolution,  couched  as  it  is,  that  it  i£  not  accom- 
panied with  any  exprefs  declaration  that  it  is  to  be  in  the  Com- 
mons' Houfe  of  Parliament)  and  ftill  lefs  accompanied  with  any 
declaration  that  no  attempt  was  intended  againft  the  authority 
of  the  King,  or  that  no  attempt  was  intended  againft  the  juris- 
diction and  authority  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords.    And,  Gentlemen, 
it  does  alfo  happen  in  the  cafe,  that  a  fubfequent  public  addrefs 
is  voted  by  the  members  of   the   Correfponding    Society,    to 
which  this  prifoner  belongs,  under  very  extraordinary  circum- 
ftances.     Upon  the  14th  of  April  they  hold  a  General  Meeting 
of  this  fociety.     It  feems  to  have  been  originally  intended  to 
have  been  held  in  a  large  room  in  Store  Street,  that  purpofe  was 
by  fome  means  interrupted,  and  they  adjourned  to  a  place  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  London,  to  Chalk  Farm;  they  there  affembled 
to  the  number  of  two  thoufcnd  or  more,  and  there  the  refolutions 
that  will  be  read  to  you  prefently,  were  voted.     If  is  urged  upon 
thefe  refolutions  by  the  profecutor,  that  thefe  are  as  violent,  or 
more  violent  than  the  former ;  that  they  don't  in  the  leaft  corre- 
fpond  with  the  idea  of  fimply  attaining  a  reform  in  Parliament, 
upon  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan;  but  that  they  are  calculated 
to  prepare  the  minds  of  the  people  for  a  violent  crifis,  and  a  crifis 
upon  which  a  National  Convention  once  affembled  would  imme- 
diately act,  and  in  the  nature  of  things  would  be  called  upon  to> 
act.     Gentlemen,  you  will  attend  to  that  likewife,  to  fee  whether 
they  put  a  proper  conftruction  upon  it;  why  they  affembled  that 
meeting  at  all,  is  extremely  difficult  to  comprehend;  had  they 
thought  that  the  former  refolutions  had  gone  too  fa/>  and  might 
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be  liable  to  great  mifconftruction,  and  by  poffibility  might  do 
a  great  deal  of  mifchief,  and  therefore  it  was  neceflary  to  call 
another  meeting  for  thepurpofeof  correcting  that  extravagance} 
and  bring  things  to  a  more  moderate  tone,  and  point  out  more 
diftinctly  the  lawful  object  they  had  in  view,  and  totally  to  exclude 
all  idea  of  their  going  beyond  that  lawful  object ;  and  that  the 
lawful  meafure  they  had  in  view  might  be  conducted  peaceably, 
and  might  produce  its  lawful  end,  certainly  fuch  a  meeting,  under 
thefe  circumftances,  might  appear  a  proper  thing  j  but  if  it  fliould 
appear  to  you,  that  this  was  a  fecond  manifeftation  of  purfuing 
.the  fame  idea,  and  giving  it  a  great  deal  of  force,  and  that  this 
was  meaning  to  imprefs  the  people  with  an  idea  that  a  force  was 
ready  to  act  when  called  upon,  and  to  imprefs  upon  the  public 
mind,  that  they  were  perfons  determined  to  go  on  in  the  courfe, 
which  the  proceedings  of  the  10th  January  had  promulgated  to 
the  world ;  then  that  meeting,  the  refolutions  at  Chalk  Farm,  have 
a  very  different  complexion :  you  will  hear  them  read,  and,  as  I 
(aid  before,  by  that  paper  form  your  own  judgement. 

(  The  Clerk  reads  the  proceedings  at  Chalk  Farm.  See  p.  5,  of 
this  volume.) 

Lord  Prefident.  Gentlemen,  it  will  be  proper  to  mention  to 
you,  that  you  may  direct  your  attention  to  this,  that  this  was  a 
letter,  which  had  been  written  by  the  Correfponding  Society,  to 
the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People ;  and  they  begin  their 
proceedings  upon  this  14th  day  of  April,  by  reading  that  letter, 
and  the  anfwer  of  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  and 
then  they  come  to  their  own  addrefs  and  refolutions ;  after 
thefe  refolutions  were  read,  they  were  ordered  to.  be  printed  and 
publifhed. 

.  Gentlemen,  one  cannot  hear  this  paper  read  without  being 
aftoniflied  that  men  could  be  fo  blinded  by  any  enthufiafm,  or  by 
any  other  affection  of  the  human  mind,  as  not  to  fee  that  in  fuch 
a  publication  as  this,  independent  of  the  particular  application 
of  it  to  the  fubjedt  of  the  prefent  enquiry,  that  the  fword  of  the 
law  was  hanging  over  their  heads  by  a  tingle  thread,  fuppofing 
they  had  imagined  that  the  meeting  for  the  Convention  could 
Qot  be  prevented  but  by  an  act  of  Parliament;  fuppofing  it 
pofliblefor  them  to  believe  this,  it  is  impoflible  for  them,  if  they 
had  attended  at  all  to  the  fubject,  or  had  taken  any  advice,  but 
they  muft  fee  that  it  was  extremely  criminal  to  publifh  to  200,000 
people,  the  number  of  copies  of  thofe  refolutions  which  they 
ordered  to  be  printed,  that  there  was  a  cafe  in  which  the  focial 
compact  was  already  diflblved,  and  that  it  was  neceflary  to  appeal 
to  that  principle  and  incontrovertible  maxim  of  pure  juftice,  that 
the  fafety  of  the  people  was  the  fupreme  law,  and  in  cafes  of 
neceffity  the  only  law,  which  admits  but  of  one  interpretation, 
Salus  populi  fuprema  lex  \  for  if  the  focial  compact  be  diflblved, 
and  there  be  aa  end  <rf  the  government,  they  muft  of  courfe 
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refort  to  that  principle  upon  which  another  government  muft  be 
framed,  and,  therefore,  exprefsly  encouraging  the  people  to  look 
out  and  exoc&  the  moment  to  arrive,  when  this  locial  compact 
fbould  be  diflblved. 

Gentlemen,  it  is  a  fmaller  confideratibn,  but  a  confi deration 
of  importance  with  refpeft  to  the  prefent  queftion,  that  the 
eighth  refolution  and  the  tenth  refolution  do  glance  not  in  an 
indirect  manner  at  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  as  a  body  in  the  Confti- 
tution  not  entitled  to  the  refpeel:  of  the  people;  of  what  exceflive 
confequence  that  was  in  the  prefent  moment  you  will  fee;  becaufe, 
this  was  the  moment  in  which  that  which  was  to  be  done  in  this 
National  Convention,  or  AfTembly,  was  the  thins  to  occupy 
the  minds  of  the  people :  and  what  was  to  be  done  r  They  fay, 
on  the  part  of  the  prifoner,  that  they  went  in  a  dutiful  and  re- 

fular  courfc  to  collect  the  fenfe  of  the  people,  whofe  fenfe  could 
e  collected  by  that  means ;  and  then  to  prefent  the  united  fenfe 
of  the  people  in  a  regular  and  conftitutional  courfe  to  Parliament. 
Now  was  that,  or  could  that  be,  the  obje<5t  of  men  who  had 
aflumed  thofe  characters  which  belong  to  them,  after  what  they 
had  done  in  addrefling  the  French  National  AfTembly,  and  who 
had  taken  the  part  they  had  done  in  all  the  fubfequent  proceed- 
ings up  to  the  prefent  moment  ?  But  there  is  another  feature  in 
this  caufc  which  muft  be  taken  into  your  confideration,  upon  thfe 
queftion,  what  they  meant  to  do,  in  this  Convention  fo  ufhered 
in  by  the  refolution  of  the  20th  of  January,  and  fo  followed  up 
by  the  refolution  of  the  14th  of  April. 

There  is  a  Conftitutional  Society  at  Sheffield:  that  Conftitu* 
tional  Society  at  Sheffield  has  been  a  leading  fociety  with  th? 
two  focietics  here  in  London ;  they  were  reprefented  to  be  ex- 
tremely numerous ;  there  was  a  meeting,  in  fact,  as  they  fay,  of 
10,000  people,  upon  the  7th  of  April,  upon  the  Caftle  Hillj 
they  were  there  conducted  to  the  point  to  which  they  were 
brought  by  a  Mr.  Yorke,  not  a  native  of  the  place,  but  finding 
his  way  amongft  them,  and  making  that  ufe  of  the  opportunity 
which  you  have  heard.  Mr.  Yorke  was  a  member  of  the 
London  Correfponding  Society :  under  what  direction  he  went 
to  Sheffield,  does  not  appear;  how  thefe  refolutions  were  ob- 
tained, I  do  not  think  it  extremely  material  to  enquire  further 
than  this — that  it  is  a  fatisfa<ftion  to  know,  that  though  there 
are  the  names  of  multitudes  to  thefe  proceedings,  there  is  every 
reafon  in  the  world  to  believe  that  but  few  are  engaged  in  the 
depth  of  the  project :  of  the  10,000  people  aflembled  on  the  Caftle 
Hill,  there  is  no  reafon  to  fuppofe*  that  200  underftood  what  was 
going  forward  :  the  trick  of  refufing  to  petition  Parliament  was 
concerted  between  four  people,  and  how  far  any  other  part  of 
the  proceeding  was  concerted,  we  do  not  know ;  but,  upon  the 
other  part  of  tne  evidence,  we  do  learn,  that  the  refolutions  were 
pailcd  at  a  time,  and  w  fuch  a  manner)  as  it  was  impoffible  they 
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fhould  be  understood  by  a  great  part  of  the  people ;  but,  be  thai 
as  it  may,  the  promulgation  to  the  world  is  the  point  that  is 
material  in  this  cafe;  and  it  was  promulgated  to  the  world  that  it 
was  then  refolved  to  petition  the  Parliament  no  more.     It  was 
put,  and  fairly,  b^the  Counfel  for  the  prifoner,  that  you  will  not 
conclude,   that^    becaufe  they    who  conftituted  that  individual 
lociety,  or  thofe  that  conduct  that  fociety,  were  of  opinion  that 
they  would  petition  no  more ;  it  would  not  be  fuch  an  unreafon- 
able  thing  tor  put- — that  therefore  a  larger  body  of  men  more  likely 
to  command  the  attention  and  refpcc?  of  Parliament  would  not 
petition.     It  was  fairly  put,  and  it  is  very  fit  to  fee  whether  there 
is  a  ground  for  that  conftru£Hon ;  but  when  you  come  to  examine 
the  refolution  as  far  as  their  fenfe,  it  does  not  admit  of  being  (0 
conftrued,  for  they  ftate  they  will  petition  no  more ;  and  the  rea- 
ibn  they  affign  is,  becaufe  they  ought  not  to  petition  a  body  who 
is  not  their  repreferitative,  that  is  a  reafon  that  muft  apply  to  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  for  ever,  according  to  their  opinion ;  but  it 
is  alfo  evident,  by  the  parole  evidence  in  the  caufe,  that  it  was 
underftood  by  the  two  focieties  in  London,  by  the  Correfponding 
Society  and  the  other  Society  in  London,  that  the  Sheffield  So- 
ciety came  to  a  refolution  to  petition  no  more,  and  that  they  were 
to  confider  no  more  of  a  petition  to%  Parliament,     Is  that  evidence 
negative  evidence  ?     In  my  apprehenfiorf  the  weightieft  evidence 
is  not  even  that  of  evidence,  but  it  is  that  evidence  which  arifes 
from  a  comparifon  of  the  mcafures  of  this  Convention  with  the 
meafures  of  thefe  addreffes,  which  appear  to  be  totally  inconfiftent 
with  the  idea  of  a  Convention,  for  the  purpofe  of  an  application 
<o  Parliament,  but  confident  with  and  calculated  to  give  effect  to 
a  Convention  for  other  purpofes,  and  particularly  for  the  purpofe 
of  eftablifhing  a  government  in  this  country,  by  a  full  represen- 
tation of  the  people 

Gentlemen,  there  is  a  piece  of  parole  evidence  fit  to  be  ftated  to 
you  that  rcfpecls  this  point— -it  is  the  evidence  of  Lynam,  He  fays, 
at  one  of  their  meetings  Mr,  Bell  a&ed,  whether  it  was  not  to  be 
collected  from  the  addreffes  to  the  French  Convention,  that  we 
wifh  to  introduce  their  laws  here.  Margarot  anfwered,  No 
doubt ;  and  the  other  perfons  faid  nothing.  Mr.  Hardy  was  pre- 
fent ;  it  was  at  a  delegate  meeting.  If  they  had  no  doubt,  and  if 
the  nature  of  the  tranfa&ion  countenances  that  opinion,  and  it 
the  tranfa&ion  taken  together  fhould  be  irreconcileabfe  to  the 
other  opinion,  then  there  is  a  weight  of  evidence  for  your  con-' 
fideration,  to  prove  the  whole  extent  of  the  propofition  as  it  is 
made  on  the  part  of  the  profecution.  The  parole  evidence  ap* 
plies  both  ways ;  there  is  parole  evidence  of  loofe  and  uncon* 
necked  preparations  of  arms.  One  witnefs,  not  of  the  belt  ere* 
c)it,  laid,  that  it  was  to  defend  the  National  Convention,  when 
it  fhould  be  called  1  more  witnefles  fav,  it  was  to  defend  them* 
fclves  againft  illegal  attack,  when  they  are  questioned  on  the 
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other  fide  611  it;  and  this  is  clear,  that  in  the  idea  of  a  National  t 
Convention,  every  thing  is  to  be  conduced  peaceably  and  or- 
derly; but  it  is  for  the  National  Convention  being  prote&edrand 
left  at  liberty  to  execute  its  orders  and  decrees,  and  therefore 
perfectly  confiftent  with  the  idea  of  a  National  Convention,  of 
inculcating  peace  and  good  order ;  for  the  truth  undoubtedly  is, 
and  perhaps  they  faw  it— that  whatever  the  National  Convention 
was  to  do,  it  was  to  have  the  voice  of  the  people  going  along 
with  it,  and  rendering,  all  refinance  to  it  unprofitable  and  ufelefs, 
for  it  i*  in  that  way  only,  that  fuch  a  Convention  could  execute 
its  purpofe.  In  the  parole  evidence  a  great  deal  of  converfatiort 
was.  ftated,  particularly  between  Baxter  and  fome  others,  of  ait 
expectation  of  a  ftruggle*  and  preparation:  Handing  alone,  I 
ihould  not  have  told  you  that  there  is  any  great  reliance  to  be 
had  upon  that  evidence,  connected  as  it  is  with  the  whole  trans- 
actions of  thefe  bodies;  it  is  certainly  an  evidence  fit  to  be  taken 
into  confidertation  by  the  Jury,  and  ferving  to  mark  what  was 
in  the  minds  of  thefe  people,  at  the  time  they  propofed  this  Con- 
vention, and  whether  it  was  that  which  this  profecution 
charges — to  fubvert  the  government,  confequently  depofing 
the  King,  which  is  an  overt  a<£  of  comparing  the  King's 
death. 

Gentlemen,  thus  I  have  ftated  to  you  how  the  charge  is 
lhaped  in  the  evidence,  in  order  that  you  may  take  nothing  from 
any  impreffion  you  may  conceive  thefe  circumftanc6s  to  have 
made  upon  my  mind,  but  judging  entirely  for  your felves,  whether 
they  juftify  the  charge  in  the  extent  in  which  i£  is  made,  or  no* 
Before  you  come  to  that  coniideration,  however,  you  are  to  at- 
tend, and  to  attend  with  favour,  to  every  thing  that  may  be 
urged  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner. 

Gentlemen,  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner,  no  part  of  the  written 
evidence  has  been  controverted;  it  could  not  well  be  contro- 
verted ;  and  I  think  it  has  not  been  very  weightily  urged,  that 
the  prifoner  had  not  fuch  an  active  fhare  in  this  tranfafbion  as 
would  make  him,  not  only  in  ftri&nefs  of  law,  a  principal,  but 
to  the  fatisfa&ion  of  every  man's  mind  a  principal,  in  the  whole 
of  thefe  transactions.  Undoubtedly,  he  was  not  only  fecretary, 
but  a  member  of  both  focieties,  and  not  only  a  member,  but  ait 
active  member,  and,  in  one  or  two  inftances,  Angularly  ac- 
tive—the promoter,  inventor,  and  defigner  of  fome  of  thefe  mea- 
lures.  I  do  not  think  k  neceflary,  therefore,  to  trouble  you  with 
a  detail  of  the  particular  circumftances  that  perfonally  afFe& 
him,  fo  much  affeft  him,  .that  if  the  general  impreffion  of  the 
cafe  is  right,  there  is  no  doubt  as  to  that,  that  he  cannot  defend 
himfelf  upon  any  ground  of  that  fort. 

Gentlemen,  the  Counfel  for  the  prifoner  did  obferve 
upon  the  fact  of  nhe  refolution  of  the  Sheffield  Society  not  to 
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petition— that  I  have  obferved  upon ;  Acy  obferved  fcpon  tte 
temper  and  views  of  that  fociety  in  general,  as  that  might  be 
collected  from  the  correfpondence  of  that  (bciety  with  the  Society 
of  the  Friends  of  the  People.  You  heard  the  letter  iaft  night : 
the  effect  of  thefe  letters  you  will  confider,  taking  into  your 
confideration  the  accompanying  letter  of  the  26th  of  May  to  the 
Constitutional  Society,  and  taxing  into  your  confideration,  dot 
though  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  had  recom- 
mended to  that  Sheffield  Society  to  make  an  explicit  declaration, 
to  avoid  the  fufpicion  of  going  too  &r,  of  their  real  fentkbente, 
jret  they  declined  to  do  it. 

Gentlemen,  they  have  made  feveral  fair  and  weighty  obfcr- 
vations  upon  the  credit  of  the  parole  teftimony,  with  refpect  to 
the  fituation  of  two  of  the  witneffes  introducing  themfelves  into 
the  fociety  for  the  purpofe  of  giving  information  of  what  paffed 
there,  ana  alfo  with  refpect  to  thfe  fubject  matter  of  the  teftimony 
itfelf,  particularly  that  of  arms,  as  having  no  neceflary  connec- 
tion with  this  plan  that  was  projected  of  a  Convention;  and  I 
think  there  is  a  great  deal  of  weight  in  that  obfervation,  and  if 
it  depended  entirely  upon  the  circumftance  of  arms  to  manifcA 
the  purpofes  of  the  Convention,  I  fyould  ftate  to  you,  that 
though  it  was  a  caufe  of  great  fufpicion,  yet  it  hardly  went  to 
the  length  of  fixing,  upon  their  plan  of  the  Convention,  the 
ihifchief  and  defign  to  that  mifchievous  extent  which  the  profe- 
cution  has  imputed  on  all  the  grounds  which  have  occurred. 

Gentlemen,  they  ftate  the  cafe,  of  this  prifoner  at  the  bar 
thus — that  he  is  a  plain  man,  of  great  fimplicity  of  manners, 
peaceable  and  orderly  in  his  deportment,  and  a  friend  to  the  con* 
ft itution  of  his  country ;  having  one  great  political  object  in  his 
mind,  which  he  has  nourifljed,  and  which  is  by  them  limited  to 
the  obtaining  a  radical  reform  in  the  Commons'  Houfe  of  Par- 
liament, by  the  introduction  of  univerfal  fuffrage  and  annual 
election ;  that  he  has  taken  this  from  a  plan  publHhed  in  die 
name  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond.  They  fay,  that  this  has  been 
the  fole  object  of  all  his  meafures,  and  particularly  as  far  as  he 
has  been  concerned  in  that  particular  meafure  of  a  Convention, 
which  is  now  die  fubject  of  confideration ;  die  idea  of  which 
Convention,  they  fay;  may  fairly  be  underftood  to  be  alfo  take* 
ffom  that  book ;  and  there  certainly  is  a  very  plain  alluuon  in 
that  book  to  the  people's  meeting  together  for  die  purpofe  of 
confidering  the  means  to  execute  that  parliamentary  reform  that 
lie  had  in  expectation,  alfo  encouraged  by  die  language  of  that 
bookf— that  the  united  fenfe  of  a  great  number  of  people  by 
delegates,  exprefled  to  the  Parliament,  would  have  more  weight, 
and  might  have  better  fuccefs,  than  petitions  from  individuals, 
Whether  confidered  as  individual  men,  or  individual  focicttes  of 
men*    They  further  iniift,  for  the  prifoner,  that  here  is  to  w 
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Jbuft4  no  proof  of  a  dsfign  to  ufis  this  Convention  to  any  crthet 
purpofe;  and  that  as  to>  the  horrible  purpofe  of  fuhverting  the 
government,  they  fay,  it  is  not  only  not  true,  but  that,  in  the 
nature  of  the  tihuig*  it  is  both  hnpoflible  and  improbable,  con- 
filtering  the  means  as  proportioned  to  the  end — that  if  it  was  to 
be  considered  as  a  proceeding  of  the  lame  nature  with  die  Briftuti 
Convention  in  Edinburgh)  it  ought  not  to  be  deemed  treafona* 
ble,  becadSs  that  was  not  deemed  treafonable,  but  treated  as  a 
misdemeanor  only;  and  they  lay,  that  whatever  violence  there 
may  be  in  the  resolutions  and  aadrefles,  and  other  papers,  there 
is  contained  in  them  no  demonstration  of  the  treafonable  defign 
now  imputed*  They  appeal  for  him  to  the  teftimony  of  a  great 
number  of  the  members  of  the  different  focieties  with  whom  he 
has  been  conne&ed,  for  the  foundhefc  of  their  principles,  and 
for  his  own;  their  dutiful  attachment  to  the  King,  and  their 
refped  for  the  Lords'  Houfe  of  Parliainent  -,  and  the  prifoner 
alfo  appeals  to  the  eharaAer  given  of  him  by  a  cloud  of  reipec* 
table  witnefles,  who  reprefent  him  as  a  peaceable,  fedate,  reli- 

fioiuv  moral  man,  having  (as  many  of  them  have  collected  from 
is  converfetions)  this  one  obje&  in  view — a  reform  in  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  as  a  particular  manifeftation  of  the  confcious  inno* 
cence  of  his  eondu£t,  they  refer  you  to  a  propofition  made  by 
him  to  Mr*  Sheridan,  in  the  fpring  of  1793,  to  affift  him  ill 
laying  before  Parliament  his  whole  correspondence  with  the 
popular  focieties,  and  every  thing,  that  he  could ; — he  is  alio 
reprefented*  by  Mr.  Francis,  as  appearing  to  him  fincerely  de- 
firous  of  attaining  this  object  a  reform  in  Parliament,  in  the 
regular  courfe,  by  a  petition  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  which 
be  brought  to  Mr.  Francis,  as  from  the  fociety,  early  in  the 
month  of  May,  I793« 

Gentlemen,  I  mould  have  added,  when  dating  that  this  was 
{he  plan  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and  that  the  whole  that  has 
proceeded  might  with  fome  colour  be  referable  to  what  was  held 
that  plan — I  forgot  to  ftate,  that  at  the  time  that  was  read  there 
was  a  Proteft  produced  in  evidence  by  the  prifoner* s  Coun&l,  of 
a  great  number  of  the  Lords  in  Parliament,  in  which  the  fame 
fentiments  are  ftated  with  their  approbation,  and  which  ftates  the 
fentiments  of  the  right  of  the  people  to  meet ;  that  falling  intq 
the  hands  (if  it  ever  did  fall  into  die  hands)  of  an  ignorant 
man,  especially  if  he  happened  to  have  an  eager  enthufiafm» 
would  have  very  great  weight  upon  him,  and  would  lead  him,  at 
Ieaft  as  far  as  fuch  fan&ion  as  that  would  purport  to  lead  him,  to 
the  profeoutioaof  violent  meafiires*  You  will  obferve,  that  aU 
that,  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  plan  and  the  Proteft,  and  every 
thing  belonging  to  them,  is  laid  out  of  the  cafe,  by  the  nature  of 
this  profecution.  If  there  were  to  be  %  queftion,  whether  in  a 
clear  cafe  of  a  project,  ftri&ly  according,  to  the  Duke  of  Rich* 
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mofld's  plan,  and  ftri&Iy  according  to  that  Protcfr,  any  crime* 
were  attempted  to  be  fixed  upon  aflembling  of  a  Convention  for 
that  purpofe,  then  thofe  fentiments  would  come  to  be  of  more 
weight,  becaufe  then  the  direct  queftion  would  be— whether 
cveh  fuch  a  limited  project  could  take  fuch  a  courfe,  about  which, 
in  this  place,  it  would  be  indecent  for  me  to  fay  any  thing.    To 
be  lure,  no  man  can  fuppofe,  that  either  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
plan,  or  the  language  o"f  the  Proteft,  goes  hi  the  fmalleft  degree 
to  countenance  the  idea  for  propofing .  of  a  Convention,  for  the 
purpofe  of  introducing  a  democracy  in  the  country;  that  is  the 
treafon  charged  here :  and  therefore  it  is,  that  thefe  pieces  of  evi- 
dence do  not  apply  to  that  part  of  the  cafe ;  they  only  apply  to 
juftify  that  which  I  have  already  in  my  own  mind  conceded  to  the 
prifoner — that  really  and  truly,  when  he  fet  out  in  this  bufinefs, 
he  was  fincerely  attached  to  that  reform  as  exprefled  in  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  plan,  and  that  probably  at  that  time  he  might  not 
have  had  an  idea  of  gofng  beyond  it :  whether  afterwards  he  had 
an  idea  of  going  beyond  it,  is  another  queftion. 

The  reply  that  has  been  made,  impeaches  the  credit  of  the 
witneftes  who  have  been  examined  on  the  part  of  the  prifoner 
belonging  to  Tome  of  thefe  focieties,  by  implicating  them  in  the 
violent  meafures  taken  by  thofe  focieties ;  and,  to  be  fure,  the 
Sheffield  Society  in  particular,  who  folicited  a  correlpondencc 
with  the  Conftitutional  Society,  I  have  already  taken  notice  of, 
which  is  undoubtedly  open  to  a  great  deal  of  obfervation :  and  it 
is  certainly  true,  that  when  men  come  to  ftate  upon  their  oaths 
that  they  are  peaceable,  orderly,  and  attached  to  the  conftitution 
of  the  country,  and  to  the  King,  if  they  are  found  to  be  engaged 
in  meafures  which  import  the  direct  contrary,  it  docs  go 
very  ftrqngly  againft  their  teftimony ;  in  that  cafe  it  is  prottjlatif 
contra  factum — you  muft  judge  of  men.  not  by  what  they  profefc 
but  by  their  actions.  If  they  are  engaged  in  violent  meafures, 
that  overthrow  every  thing,  it  is  not  enough  for  them  to  fay  that 
they  are,  nor  can  they  be  taken  to  be  peaceable  fubjects 5  and  . 
therefore  it  is  impolfible  not  to  fay,  that  the  obfervations  .arifing 
from  that  circumftance  belonging  to  thefe  focieties  that  are  vio- 
lent, go  fome  way  towards  impeaching  their  credit  upon  that 
point,  of  their  peaceable  intentions. 

Gentlemen,  the  Counfel  for  the  profecution  in  the  reply,  re- 
fer you  likewife  to  the  written  evidence,  in  proof  of  the  dupli- 
city of  the  conduct  of  this  prifoner  at  the  bar,  particularly  in  bis 
tranfaction  with  Mr-  Francis — that  we  cannot  fuppofe  he  was  fe- 
rious  in  his  application  to  Parliament ;  that  it  was  all  a  mere 
pretence ;  that  they  did  not  mean  the  Parliament  to  do  any  thing; 
and  that  it  was  only  a  meafure  of  policy  to  carry  on  the  general 
plan.  They  alfo  obfervc  upon  the  evidence  as  to  his  charader, 
that  though  it  is  eftablifhed  by  a  cloud  of  witticfles>  and  in  the 
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moft  fatisfadory  manner,  that  he  is  in  his  private  charafler  a  fe- 
date,  moral,  religious,  good  man,  yet  that  his  condu&  in  all 
thefe  tranfe&ions  marks  ftrongly,  that  he  is  tin&ured  deeply  with 
cnthufiafm :  and  I  recoiled  the  Counfel  in  reply  mentibned.tbc 
famous  cafe  in  which  enthufiafm  was  worked  up  to'  its  utmoft 
height,  in  the  fifth-monarchy-men,  who  .might  he  perfectly  good 
moral  and  religious  characters,  and  it  would  be  upon  their  religion 
that  the  aft  of  high  treafon  would  be  fixed,  to  give  countenance 
to  the  charge*  00  if  a  man  is  an  enthufiaft,  his  being  a  moral 
and  religious  man  is  at  leaft  a  neutral  circumftance,  becaufe  a 
mora],  religious  man,  if  he  choofes  to  let  his  enthufiafm  carry 
Kim  beyond  his  judgement,  is  expofed  to  be  drawn  into  the. 
circumstances  in  which  the  prifoner  now  (lands*  They  (ay,  that 
the  ads  done  by  this  man,  which  are  proved  by  the  papers,  and 
that  part  of  the  parole  evidence  that  is  unimpeached,  are  totally 
jnconfiftent  to  the  profeffions  which  he  has  made,  and  with  the 
opinions  entertained  of  him  with  refpeft  to  thefe  profeffions— 4 
that  his  real  object  was  only  to  have  a  reform  in  the  Common&f 
Houfeof  Parliament >  they  lay,  they  are  confident  with  the  con-* 
.  trary  idea ;  and,  therefore,  unlefc  he  can  get  rid  of  the  tranfac- 
tions*  it  is  in  vain  for  him  to  (ay  he  wifhed  only  a  reform  in  the 
Commons'  Houfe  of  Parliament. 

Gentlemen,  upon  the  whole  of  this  ftatement,  you  are  now  to 
exercife  your  judgement ;  I  do  repeat  it;  and  I  defire,  tlut  in 
exercifing  your  judgement,  you.  will  pay  no  more  attention  to  any 
thine  that  I  have  (aid,  than  merely  as  it  may  ferve  to  lead  your 
confederation  to  thofe  points,  which  feem  immediately  to  con- 
ftitute  the  particular  charge  againft  this  man,  and  the  evidence 
by  which  it  is  fupported,  and  thofe  points  by  which  that  defence 
may  be  fupported,  and  the  anfwer  alfo  that  is  given  to  the  defence 
by  the  reply. 

Every  verdift,  upon  a  clear  point  of  feft,  ought  to  be  the 
Jury's  own  prerogative,  and  in  a  cafe  of  this  nature,  more  parti- 
cularly fo,  becaufe,  to  be  Aire,  one  great  obje&  of  this  profecution 
is,  that  the  country  may  be  fatisfied,  that  they  may  fee  that  the 
public  juftice  of  it  has  taken  its  fair  courfe,  and  that  the  prifoner 
has  that  deliverance  made  for  hhn,  which  the  laws  and  conftitu- 
tion  of  the  country  in  his  cafe  call  for.  I  am  very  forry  to  conclude 
with  obferving,  that  the  dignity  and  decorum  which  belongs,  to 
fuch  a  court  of  juftice  as  this  is,  has  been  too  often  interrupted 
both  within  and  without  doors ;  and  what  it  is  that  men  can  mean 
by  that  conduit,  who  do  not  wi(h  at  once  to  duTolve  all  govern- 
ment, and  the  bonds  of  all  fociety,  I  cannot  imagine:  1  truft  I 
fhall  hear  no  more  of  that,  either  in  cafes  of  the  fame  kind  with 
the  prefent,  or  in  any  other  cafe  in  which  the  public  juftice  of 
(he  country  may  be  called  upon  to  :»5t. 

Gentlemen,  you  will  now  withdraw  to  confidcr  of  your 
yerdict. 

Gentlemen, 
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Gentlemen,  it  is  proper  to  mention  to  m,  that  after  you  ones 
withdraw,  you  can  be  allowed  no  refrefnment;  if  you  wtfb  foe 
any  before  you  withdraw,  there  is  noebjeftion,  now  iethe  tin* 
to.  take  it. 

On*  oftht  Jury*  My  Lord*  we  thank  you;  wefhaft  not  hive 
tccafion  for  any. 

The  Jury  having  withdrawn  about  time  hours  brought  in  a 
verdia— NOT  GUILTY. 

Lord  Prsfident,  I  ought  to  take  the  fifft  opportunity  after  this 
laborious  attendance*  very  finccreJy  to  thank  you*  Gentlemen  of 
the  Jury,  for  the  readineft  with  which  you  have  (acrificad  (6 
much  of  your  perfonal  convenience,  and  with  which  you  have 
undergone  the  fetigue  of  this  bufinefs. 

Mr.  Hardy.  My  fellow-countrymen,  I  return  you  my  thanks» 

Lord  PreftdenU    The  prifener  muft  be  di (charged. 

The  populace,  who,  notwithstanding  the  wetnefe  of  the  day* 
filled  the  ftreets  adjacent  to  the  Court  Houfe}  received  the  news 
df  his  acquittal  with  the  loudeft  acclamations  of  joy. 

The  Court  was  adjourned  tiH  Monday  fe'nmght. 

Mr.  Hardy's  deportment,  through  the  whole  of  his  arduous 
trial,  was  diftinguifiied  by  the  moft  exemplary  decorum~ftrm, 
tempe/ate,  and  tranquil,  he  (hewed  throughout  the  confcious 
re&itude  of  his  heart.  There  was  no  agitation*  no  arrogance, 
no  difdain  in  his  manner ;  no  apparent  uneafinefs  of  reflexion 
Oil  his  paft-  conduft,  and  no  emotion  of  alarm  for  its  confe* 
quences.  When  the  Jury  pronounced  their  verdi&  of  tfo*  Guilty^ 
he  addrefled  them  in  a  few  words  of  grateful  acknowledgment, 
for  the  attention  they  had  paid  to  the  long  trial,  and  for  me  juft 
verdift  they  had  pxonounced ;  but  the  words  were  drowned  in 
the  low,  but  univerfal  noife  of  joy,  that  filled  the  Court. 

He  was  immediately  fet  at  liberty,  and  having  left  the  Court, 
MV.  Kirby,  the  Keeper  of  Newgate,  conveyed  him  through  his 
houfe  privately ;  but  U  was  in  vain  for  him  to  refift  the  impe* 
tuoiity  of  his  fellow-citizens  who  furrounded  the  place:  they 
drew  him  in  a  coach  to  his  houfe  in  Piccadilly,  making  the  tour 
of  Pall  Mall  and  St.  James's  Street. 

He  had  been  thus  hurried  along  by  the  enthufiaftic  zeal  of 
the  multitude,  and  it  was  at  length  with  difficulty  that  he  was 
able  to  tell,  them  that  he  was  ddirous  of  going  to  the  houfb  of 
his  brother-in-law,  in  Lancafter  Court,  in  the  Strand.  He  was 
drawn  thither,  and  having  got  out  of  the-  carriage,  before  he 
entered  the  houfe,  he  went  into  the  Church  Yard  of  St.  Martin, 
and  was  (hewn  to  the  grave  of  his  Wife,  from  whofo  fide  he 
had  been  taken  when  firit  feized,  and  who  had  fallen  under  the 
(hock.  The  multitude  refpi&ed  this  feeling  with  a  fympathy 
that  did  them  credit.    They  kept  at  a  diftance,  while  his  relation 
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pointed  out  to  him  the  grave.  After  this  affefllng  fcene,  lie 
went  into  his  brothers  houfe,  and,  in  a  fhort  addrefs,  thanked 
his  fellow-countrymen  for  the  kind  intereft  they  had  fbewn  in 
His  favour ;  and  he  requefted  them,  as  they  valued  the  caufe  in 
which  they  had  difplayed  their  zeal,  that  they  would  feparate  in 
peace,  as,  if  mifchievous  fpirits  fhould  take  advantage  of  their 
joy  to  difturb  the  public  peace,  it  would  be  artfully  mifconftrued 
to  the  injury  of  the  other  prifoners. 

The  cry  of  tt  Home  !  home  !'*  was  given,  and,  in  three  mi- 
nutes, the  multitude  quietly  difperfed. 

Mr.  Erflcine  and  Mr.  Gibbs,  whofe  glorious  ftruggle  upon 
this  occaiion  will  make  them  for  ever  dear  to  mankind,  were 
eager  to  avoid  the  burft  of  gratitude  that  they  expe&ed  from  the 
multitude,  They  continued  a  very  confiderable  time  iu  the 
Court  after  the  acquittal ;  but  the  vigilance  and  patience  of 
gratitude  were  not  to  be  wearied.  They  were  recognized,  and 
conducted  in  triumph  to  Serjeant's  Inn,  where  that  incomparable 
Defender  of  National  Liberty  admonifhed  them  in  a  few  words, 
in  his  own  impreflive  way,  to  retire  to  their  feparate  homes, 
confident,  from  the  grand  proof  of  this  day,  that  they  had  the 
beft  fecurity  for  the  maintenance  of  their  rights,  in  tne  love  of 
juftice,  which  the  Conftitution  had  indelibly  implanted  on  the 
iCnglifh  heart — The  honed:  Jury  of  Thomas  Hardy  had  (hewn, 
to  mankind,  that  it  would  not  be  eafy  to  make  Englifhmen  for- 

J  jet  the  principles  in  which  they  were  bred,  nor  furrender  the 
ecurity  to  which  they  were  born. 

Mr.  Erfkine  then  retired  from  the  window,  and  the  populace, 
after  a  few  huzzas,  retired  with  the  exclamation  of  u  Erikinc 
and  Gibbs  for  ever  !" 
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Letter  to  the  Right  Hon.  Henry  Dundas,  by  the  London  Com- 
fponding  Society^  united  for  the  Purpofe  of  obtaining  a  Reform 
in  Parliament,  dated  the  qtb  of  December ",  17925  fignea  M* 
MargaroU — Referred  to  in  page  43. 

Sir, 

Honoured  wifh,  and  happy  in  the  confidence  of  a  number  of 
my  countrymen,  at  their  requeft,  I  tranfmit  officially  to  his  Ma- 
jcfty's  Minifters  two  addreffes  Joined  in  one,  containing,  toge- 
ther* the  reafons  why  we  afl|pated  ft>r  a  parliamentary  reform, 
and  the  legal  and  peaceable  method^  by  which  we  hope  to  ob- 
tain it :  to  fan&ioned,  1  muft  alio*  Inform  you,  that  this  letter, 
and  tnofe  addreffes,  equally  fpeak  the  fentiments  of  fome  thou- 
fands  of  induftrious  citizens  in  this  capital,  and  of  a  far  greater 
number  difperfed  throughout  the  ifland,  there  being  not  a  fingle 
corner  of  it,  rotten*  boroughs  excepted,  but  cries  aloud  for 
reform. 

Confiding  in  the  juftice  of  our  claim,  in  the  merits  of  our 
peaceable  demeanour,  and  our  ready  obedience  to  all  the  laws  of 
our  country,  we  imagine  ourfelves  clear  from  .all  charge  or  im- 
putation of  fedkion,  rebellion,  confpiracy,  or  treafon;  and  that 
in  purfuing  what  no  one  can  deny  to  be  our  right,  we  are  enr 
titled  to  every  protection  and  fupport  of  government. 

I,  therefore*  in  behalf  of  my  fellow-citizens,  this  day  call 
upon  the  King's  Minifters  to  proteft  and  uphold  us  in  the  pur- 
fuit  of  our  conftitutional  rights;  and  require,  that  in  future, 
our  lawful  and  well-regulated  aflemblies  may  be  no  more  dis- 
turbed or  interrupted  by  the  faucy  interference  of  ufurped  au- 
thority— by  men,  dnnamed,  working  with  threats  upon  the  fears 
of  uninformed  publicans,  and  bod&ing  fecret  orders  and  warrants^ 
as  though  Britain  was  fallen  under  a  defpotic  government,  and 
liable  to  be  ruled,  not  by  laws,,  but  by  proclamations,  and  to  l?e 
fubfervient  to  minifterial  dictates,  written  on  a  drum-head,  and 
proclaimed  by  the  mouth  of  the  cannon, 

Equaliy  known  by  his  activity  as  by  his  knowledge  of  the* 
Jaws,  an  honejl  nnagiitjrate,  whofe  fpies  had  weU  informed  him  of 
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the  nature  of  our  meetings,  has  acknowledged,  that  they  were 
peaceable,  innocent,  and  conftjtutional,  and  further,  admits  the 
neceffity  of  a  reform.     At  your  hands,  Sir,  I  therefore  demand 

J'uftice  and  prote&ion  for  the  fociety  againft  all  ruffians,  who, 
et  loofc  on  the  public,  have  dared,  or  (hall  henceforth  dare, 
like  the  fatellites  of  ancient  fanguinary  tyrants,  ailume  to  them- 
selves the  double  office  of  making  laws  and  executing  them. 
,  Certain  that  fuch  an  iniquitous  fyftem  cannot  originate  in  a 
Britifh  Cabinet,  we  exclaim,  may  perdition  light  equally  upon 
fuch  vile  mifcreants  and  their  employers. 

Were  we,  according  to  the  hackriicd  cuftom,  to  recur  to 
precedents,  we  mould  fay,  that  Mr.  Pitt  and  the  Duke  of 
Richmond  have  themfelves  traced  out  the  path  we  now  purfue; 
that  themfelves  have  affertfcd  the  right  of  Britons  to  a  fair, 
equal,  and  adequate  reprcfentation  in  Parliament;  that  they 
themfelves  had  invited  us  to  afTociate  and  difcufs  cur  rights 
and  we  might  add,  that  in  fo  doing,  they  fpoke  and  a&ed  like 
honeft  men— -they  were  not  then  in  office. 

But  the  rights  of  the  people  being  ever  the  fame,  fuch  pre- 
cedents, and  fuch  fupporters,  are  fuperfluous.  However,  as. 
things  feen  through  the  medium  of  power  have  a  vei*y  different 
afpetk  from  what  they  wore  when  thofe  worthy  gentlemen  were 
en  the  other  fide  of  the  queftion,  it  is  not  altogether  improbable 
t^at  feverities  may  be  had  recourfe  to,  to  cjuell  that  defire  for 
reform  which  they  themfelves  have  raifed.  Should  that  be  the 
cafe,  I  beg  it  as  a  favour,  or  rather,  being  in  the  foremoft  rank, 
I  claim  it  as  my  right,  that  the  attack  may  commence  upon  me. 
Whenever  extraordinary  meafures  may  be  adopted,  I  earneftiy 
wilh  to  be  the  firft  of  the  Society  in  feeling  the  effefts  of  them, 
and  (hall  deem  it  not  a  proud,  but  an  honourable  day,  in  which 
I  (hall  be  called  upon  to  plead  the  caufe  of  my  fellow-citizens 
againft.  oppreffipn.  ' 

Claiming  protection,  I  have  a  right  to  your  anfwer,  either  to 
refufe  or  grant  it:  in  either  cafe,  it  (hall  be  made  public,  as 
(hall  alio  your  iilence,  (hould  yqu  not  attend  to  this  letter,  ex- 
preffing  the  requeft  of  feveral  thoufand  citizens. — Our  country 
lhall  then  judge  us  both. 

I  am,  Sir, 
Your  very  humble  fervant, 
(Signed)      -  M.  Margarot, 

Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  London  Corre- 
fponding  Society,  united  with  a  view  of  obtaining 
a  thorough  Parliamentary  Reform. 

The  foregoing  letter  was  put  into  the  General  Poft-office, 
en  the  5th  of  December,  by  three  of.  the  delegates  of  the  So- 
ciety, and  a  receipt  ukcu  tram  the  clerk,  of  its  hating  been 
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delivered — no  doubt,  therefore,  can  remain  of  its  having  been 
long  in  the  pofleflion  of  the  Honourable  Secretary. 

The  Committee,  obferving  that  ten  days  have  eiapfed  without 
any  reply  being  made  to  their  moderate  requeft,  and  confidering 
that  fuch  time'was  fully  fufficient,  had  any  anfwer  been  intended, 
have  ordered  this  publication. 

Should  the  King's  Minifters  ever  find  it  neceflary  to  attend 
to  the  complaints  of  the  people,  the  Committee  will  expect  an 
anfwer.  When  that  {hall  be  the  cafe,  they  pledge  themfelves 
to  make  it  public.  In  the  mean  time,  they  are  determined  not 
to  flacken,  but  to"  continue  with  encreafed,  and  encreafing  vigi- 
lance, their  endeavours  to  obtain  juftice  for  ^heir  country,  not 
doubting  but,  in  doing  this,  they  will  receive  the  firm  and  de- 
termined fupport  of  the  people. 

December  15th,  J792. 

No.  II. 

Letter  from  the  ConJHtutional  Society  to  the  Editors  of  the  Patriot^ 
at  Sheffield*     No  date^  or  addrefs. — Referred  to  in  page  90. 

Gentlemen, 
The  Society  for  Conftitutfonal  Information  have  been  favoured 
with  two  letters,   bearing  the  fignature  of  the  Editors  of  the 
Patriot.     The  firft  of  thefe  letters,  dated  June  1 1,  related  par- 
ticulars concerning  the  publication  called  the  Patriot,  accompa- 
nied by  fome  of  the  firft  numbers:    it  required  our  opinio^ 
and   our  public   approbation  of  the  work,   with  hints  for  its 
continuance ;  it  like  wife  narrated  feveral  interefting  particulars 
relative  to  the  friends  and  foefr  of  liberty;  their  various  habits 
and   propenfities ;   and  added    conjectures    on  the   means   by 
which   thofe   habits    and  propenfities  might  be  turned  to  the 
advantage  of  freedom.     The  other,  dated  Oftober  15,  confifted 
of  a  complaint  of  neglect  on  the  part  of  our  Society,   and  a 
further  ftatement  of  facls  fimilar  to  the  former  letter,  with  the 
arts  and  proceeding?  of  a  Society  at  Stockport,  all  which  have 
beenjread  by  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information;  and 
the  manly  fpirit  in  which  they  were  conceived,  4 mply  the  honeft 
zeal,  by  which  there  appears  no  intention  of  difrefpe£t,  and  no 
wilful  mark  of  infult  that  occafioned  the  filence  of  this  fociety. 
-We  were  required  to  pertorm  that  of  which  we  were  incapable, 
to  pafs  judgement  on  a  publication  which  none. of  us  had  read, 
and  to  correfpond  with  perfons  in  the  dark ;  they  having  not 
thought  proper,  for  reafons  they  thought  prudent,  no  doubt,  to 
truft  us  with  their  names.     What  could  be  done?     We  ad- 
mired the  talents  of  our  correfpondents ;   but  we  are  fimple, 
honeft  men,  and  could  not  predicate  ill  or  good  of  that  which, 
not  having  read,  we  had  no  knowledge  of*     Several  weeks 
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parted  away,  and  ftill  we  knew  not  the  Editors  of  the  Patriot. 
Men  muft  individually  aft  by  their  own  judgements ;  it  is  the 
very  eflence  of  freedom  that  they  {hould  be  thus  left.  They 
will  read  that  book  firft  that  happens  moft  to  attraft  their  notice; 
and  you,  Gentlemen*  are  too  liberal,  too  jufl:,  and  top  manly, 
to  require  them  to  approve  what  they  have  not  re^d*'  however 
deferving  they  might  fufpe<5t  it  to  be :  the  approbation  of  the 
purport,  however,  of  your  undertaking — the  ardour  with  which 
it  is  conceived — the  perfeverance  with  which  it  is  purfued — 
the  Society  find  no  hefitation  in  approving  and  applauding  moft 
zealoufly.  You  candidly  aflc  the  Society  for  hints,  but  the  de- 
tail of  your  letter  convinces  us,  that  you  are  yourfelves  *  pro- 
.iicients:  honeft  men,  however,  will  give  their  advice,  afked 
or  not  afked,  when  they  imagine,  by  advifing,  they  can  do  any 
good. 

Perhaps,  Gentlemen,  you  may  have  remembered  a  publica- 
tion by  the  late  father  of  his  country,  Dr.  Franklin,  called  Poor 
Robin's  Almanack,  wherein,  with  chara&eriftic  fimplicity  of 
language,  he  defceffded  to  the  feeling,  the  underftanding,  and 
the  wants  of  the  lower  order*  and jn. .proverbial  jocular  wifdom 
conveyed  truths  to  them  of  tfcfe  higheft  importance,  prepared  for 
the  fublime  efforts  to  which  they  were  foon  to  be  rouzed,  lei 
them  onward  to  the  avenues  6f  freedom,  while  their  fight  was 
not  able  to  enter  the  fptehdour  of  £be  temple  itfelf.  A  certain 
number  of  fuch  proverbial  axioms,  which  many  of  your  inge- 
nious friends  could  eafily  collect  and  arrange  at  the  beginning 
or  end  of  your  publication^,  and  appealing  to  the  afFedions  of 
the  people,  of  which  you  appear  to  be  perfe&ly  matters,  could 
not  fail  of  producing  that  effeft.  We  rejoice  in  the  encreafe  of 
the  friends  of  freedom;  our  bofoms  glow  with  the  fame  fenti- 
ments;  we  are  brothers  in  affection  with  you,  and  with  the 
freemen  of  Stockport,  Freedom,  though  an  infant,  makes 
Herculean  effort^:  the  vipers,  ariftocracy  and  monarchy,  are 
panting  and  writhing  under  its  grafp.  May  fuccefs,  peace,  and 
.  happinefs,  attend  thofe  efforts !  Permit  us  to  add,  that  the  So- 
ciety for  Constitutional  Information  will  gladly  receive  or  com- 
municate intelligence;  (hall  be  happy  to  correfpond  with  your 
Societies  or  individuals  that  make  the  great  and  common  caufe 
of  an  equal  and  real  reprefentation  in  the  Parliament)  and  the 
other  great  objects  of  freedom,  their  end.  Information  on  fuch 
fubje&s  will,  to  this  Society,  at  all  times  be  peculiarly  accept 
table  and  gratifying. 
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.No.  III. 

*  • 

A  Letter ',  dated  Sheffield,  May  14,  ^^figned  Samuel  AJhton^ 
Secretary ;  addkeffed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Honourable  So- 
ciety,  entitled  'ftp  Friends  of  the  People  in  London. — Referred 
to  in  p.  z6j. 

Committee  of  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information  at 
Sheffield,  to  the  Committee  of  the  Honourable  Society, 
entitled  the  Friends  of  the  People  in  London. 

Gentlemen, 

It  is  with  infinite  plcafure  we  have  reacT  and  confidered  your 
addreis  and  declaration  from  your  general  meeting  on  the  26th  of 
April  laft.  The  principles  therein  fet  forth  by  fo  large  a  body  of 
the  moft  refpe£lable  and  worthy  characters,  are  a  fufficicnt  tefti- 
mony  and  confirmation  to  us,  that  fo  honourable  a  fociety,  by 
fignalizincr  themlelves  in  fupport  of  the  laudable  and  general 
caufe  of  the  community,  will  render  themfelves  moft  truly  wor- 
thy of  that  high  and  benevolent  appellation  by  which  they  are 
already  known  to  us — The  Friends  of  the  People. 

Your  fentiments,  your  motives,  and  your  plan  of  obtaining  a 
reform  of  the  abufes  of  government,  are  perfectly  in  unifon  with 
our  ideas.  It  is  our  buunefs  (to  which* we  have  always  confined 
our  endeavours)  to  inftrucr.  the  people  in  a  temperate  and  peace- 
able manner  in  the  necefEty  of  fuch  a  reform  as  you  point  out, 
but  have  never  yet  attempted  to  adopt  or  point  out  any  particular 
mode  of  obtaining  it  further  than  you  will  obferve  by  the  in- 
£]rf^h£#lievipg  that  in  jdue  time  meivof  -more  refpectabie  cha- 
gfaSffS  and  greater  abilities  would  ftep  forward.  To  fuch*  we 
have  always  had  an  eye,  and  upon  fuch  we  have  ever  meant  to 
rely  for  our  government,  and  the  adoption  of  the  moft  eligible 
plan  of  a  more  free  and  equal  reprefentation  in  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  and  the  removal  of  the  great  abufes  and  impofitions, 
by  meafures  altogether  inadequate  to  the  interefts  and  welfare  of 
the  nation  in  general,  and  to  the  mechanical  and  laborious  part 
of  the  community  in  particular. 

It  is,  therefore,  with  the  higheft  degree  of  fatisfa&ion  that  we 
%  behold  fuch  a  refpectabie  body  ftepping  forward,  in  fo  laudable, 
fo  juft,  and  fo  good  a  caufe.    You  have  our  warmeft  wifhes,  fin- 
cereft  thanks,  and  a  flu  red  endeavours  of  fupport  in  it,  to  the  beft 
t>f  our  abilities,  in  a  rational  and  peaceable  way.     It  is  our  duty, 
and  it  will  ever  claim  our  attention,  ftri&ly  to  adhere  to,  to  main- 
tain, and  be  governed  by  the  principles  laid  down  in  your  decla- 
ration :  notwithstanding  the  grofs  and  fallacious  infinuations  of 
the  enemies  of  juftice  and  equity,  we  are  allured  that  no  honeft 
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man,  being  acquainted  with  our  principles,  would  have  attempted 
to  declare  in  the  Houfe  that  the  defign  of  thefe  anoeiations  is 
completely  to  overturn  the  conftitution.     And  we  are  forry  that 
Mr.  Baker  was  under  the  difagreeable  neceffity  of  explaining  in 
anfwer  to  fuch  grofs  afTertions,  without  having  it  ki  his  power  to 
fpenk  with  precifion  to  the  principles  and  defign  of  this  and  the 
Jimilar  focicties,  and  to  have  united  them  with  yours  in  his  ex- 
planation.    For  this,  and  fimilar  reaibns,  we  are  induced  to  take 
the  liberty  of  troubling  you  with  the  above  and  following  fketch. 
Our  members  are  now  about  2400,   v«t  we  have  the  iatisfac- 
tion  with  truth  to  affirm,  that  not  the  lead  diforder  or  confufioa 
hath  made  its  appearance  amongft  us — all  is  unanimity,  peace, 
and  concord.     As  our  members  encreafe,  the  number  of  meeting- 
places  are  encreafed  in  proportion,  fo  as  not*  to  exceed  at  moft 
thirty  members  at  one  place.     All  the  circular  meetings  are 
held  once  a  fortnight  on  the  fame  evening.     Our  general  meet- 
ing is  held  once  a  month,  at  three  different  houfes  on  the  fame 
day,  generally  very  crowded,  yet  good  order  and  regularity  are 
ftrictly  attended  to  j  and  we  doubt  not  but  what  has  been  fug- 
geftea  to  be  impoflible,  will  be  fully  manifefted  to  be  not  only 
practicable,  but  eafy  to  accomplish,  viz.  to  introduce  uieful  know? 
ledge,  good  order,  and  regularity  into  the  minds  and  morals  of 
the  common  or  lower  orders  of  people. 

We  are  perfectly  fatisfied  of  the  integrity  and  abilities  of  thofe 
refpc<5tablc  chara&eBs  who  conftitute  the  Society  of  the  Friends 
of  the  People,  but  if  we  may  prefume  to  lay  before  them  fome 
thoughts  we  have  had  refpedhng  what  method  would  be  the  beft 
to  adopt  for  obtaining  the  general  fenfe  of  the  nation,  before  the 
propofed  motion  in  the  next  feffion  of  Parliament  takes  place* 
we  beg  leave,  with  great  deference  to  that  honourable  fociety,  to 
fubmit  the  following  to  their  fuperior  judgement.  We  believe 
the  molt  likely  and  effectual  plan  will  be  to  eftabliih  a  Conven- 
tion in  London,  by  deputies  from  each  county  or  diftriA,  by 
which  means  the  fentiments  of  the  nation  may  be  obtained  with-* 
out  any  confufion  or  diforder. 

Looking  up  to  the  Friends  of  the  People  as  our1  leaders  and 
directors  in  this  great  and  neceflary  bufinefs,  we  (hall  be  happy 
and  efteem  it  a  great  favour  to  receive  any  communication  whiclv 
they  may  vouchee  to  favour  us  with. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  with  efteem, 

Yours  very  rcfpecHully* 


Lcttt* 
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tetter,   dated  No.  52,   Frith  Street,   London,   May  24,    1792, 
figned  G.  Gfeyy  Chairman;  addreffed  to  Samuel  Ajhton,  Efq. 
Secretary  So  the  Society  far  Conjlitutional  Information  in  Sbefi* 
field,  in  anfwer  to  the  foregoing. 

The  Committee  of  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People, 
aflbciated  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  a  Parliamentary 
Reform,  to  the  Committee  of  the  Society  for  Conftitu- 
tional  Information  in  Sheffield. 

Sir, 

We  beg  leave  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
the  14th  infant)  and%to  return  you  our  thanks  for  a  confidence 
which  we  truft  our  future  conduct  will  merit  from  our  country. 

We  have  received  fincere  pleafure,  not  only  from*  the  firm 
and  virtuous  tone  in  which  you  have  fpoken  your  principles,  but 
from  the  wife  and  temperate  manner  in  which  you  have  limited 
their  application  to  pra&ice.  We  rejoice,  <c  that  our  fentiments, 
our  motives,  and  our  plans  of  reform  are  .perfectly  in  unifon, 
with  your  ideas;"  becaufe,  we  believe  that  a  conduit  in  the 
great  bodv  of  the  people,  correfponding  to  fuch  tt  fentiments,** 
will  equally  confound  the  two  oppoflte  citffles  of  enemies  to  the 
public  weal,  that  it  will  defeat  the  hopes  of  thofc  who  would 
dupe  the  people  into  tumult,  and  that  it  will  filencc  the  (landers 
of  thofe  advocates  of  cdtruption  who  have  laboured  to  render 
the  caufe  of  liberty  odious  and  terrible  to  all  good  citizens,  by 
confounding  it  with  principles  of  anarchy,  and  by  loading  it 
with  the  obloquy  of  provoking  civil  commotion,  and  of  endan* 

fjering  the  deftrudion  of  a  conftitution  juftly  renowned  for  the 
reedom  and  happinefs  which  it  has  fo  long  bellowed.  You  are 
pleafed*tofay,  that  «  you  look  up  to  the  Friends  of  the  People 
as  your  leaders  and  directors  in  this  great  bufinefs." — Autho-. 
rized  as  we  feel  ourfelves  by  this  proffered  guidance,  and  by 
that  harmony  of  fentiment,  which  from*the  tenor  of  your  letter 
we  muft  fuppofc  to  exift  between  you  and  ourfelves,  permit 
us  to  lay  before  you  fome  ideas  which  are  didated  by  zeal  for  our 
common  caufe.  The  caufe  of  Liberty  can  never  be  endangered 
by  the  aflault  of  its  enemies,  but  may  fometimes  be  expofed 
by  the  indifcretibn  of  its  friends*  Its  principles  are  founded  on 
impregnable  reafon,  and  its  enemies  arc  therefore  too  dexte^ 
rous  directly  to  attack  them.  It  is  not  againft  the  reafonings  of 
the  champions  of  corruption,  (for  they  have  produced  none,) 
but  it  is  againft  their  craft  and  their  mifreprefentation,  that  we 
have  found  it  neceflary  to  defend  ourfelves  by  the  warinefs  of 
our  language  and  our  conduft.  A  fimilar  warinefs,  as  far  as 
the  authority  of  our  opinion  can  extend,  we  mull  counfel  all 
Societies  affiliated  oa  fimilar  principles,  for  the  accomplUhment 
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of  the  f.ime  obieft,  to  obferve.  Accufed  as  they  are  in  com* 
mon  with  ourfelves,  of  meditating  one  objecl,  and  holding 
forth  another— of  feducing  the  people,  by  a  meafure  fo  fpecious 
and  falutary  as  parliamentary  reform,  into  other  meafui»es  of 
defperate  tendency,  and  undefin^ble  extent,  yffi  can  only  advife 
them  to  follow  our  example  in  hoile$}s#qjfi'd  folemnly  declaring, 
that  <c  they  'make  "tjVe  preservation  of  the  conftitution,  on  its 
true  principles,  the  foundation  of  all  their  proceedings,"  and  the 
meafure  of  all  their  reforms.  Language  thus  explicit  will  ef- 
fectually combat  mifreprefentation  to  which,  perhaps,  ardent 
indifcretion  may  have  fometimes  furnifhed  pretexts.  An  early 
declaration  of  thefe  opinions,  which  we  fincerely  believe  you 
to  entertain,  will  conciliate  many  to  the  caufe  of  a  reform, 
who  are  now  held  in  honeft  neutrality  by  their  fears.  The 
friends  of  order,  after  fuch  a  declaration,  juftified  by  confident 
conduct,  will  be  no  longer  driven  to  feek  refuge  from  anarchy  in 
the  bofom  of  corruption.  The  interefted  fupporters  of  the  pre- 
fent  abufes  will  thus  be  difarmed,  for  it  is  only  by  confounding 
reform  with  commotion,  and  corruption  with  the  Britifli  confti- 
tution, that  they  are  enabled  to  prolong  and  to  defend  their 
ufurpations.  All  our  language,  as  you  will  perceive  from  the 
proceedings  which  we  tranfmit  to  you,  has  been  cautious^e-: 
caufe  all  our  views  are  moderate. .  We  are  pferfuaded  that  you- 
have  a  fimilar  moderation  of  views,  and  we  earneftly  exhort  you 
to  a  fimilar  caution  in  language. 

It  is  only,  indeed,  with  focieties  who  exprefs  the  fame  mo- 
deration of  principles,  and  adopt  the  fame  warinefs  of  language, 
that  this  ibciety  can  entertain  any  correfpondence,   or  promife' 
any  co-operation.     We  have  publicly  difclaimed  what  we  con- 
demn, as  well  as  avowed  our  real  object ;  and  on  an  occafiorv 
unibught  for  by  us,  in  conformity  with  this  principle,  we  have 
been  compelled  to  decline  all  intercourfe  with  the  Society  for 
Conftitutiorial  Information  in  London;  for  though  we  neither 
wifli  to  attack,  nor  pretend  to  dictate,  we  are  certainly  entitled 
to  decline  all  intercourfe  with  men  whole  views  and  principles' 
appear  to  us  irreconcileable  with  ours. 

On  the  particular  meafure  which  you  fuggeft  for  collecting  the' 
opinion  of  the  people,  on  the  fubject  of  reform,  we  do  not  feel 
ourfelves  yet  prepared  to  decide.     In  a  more  advanced  ftage  of 
the  bu finds,  it  may  become  very  fit  matter  for  deliberation. 

Permit  us,  Sir,  to  conclude,  with  congratulating  you,  and 
congratulating  our  country,  on  the  admirable  principles  which 
your  letter  contains,  and  on  the  intrepid  moderation  which  it  en- 
titles us  to  expect  from  you.  You  will  deprive  our  enemies  of 
every  pretext  for  counterfeiting  alarms  which  they  do  not  feel, 
and  of  every  opportunity  to  defeat  our  meafures  by  calumniating 
9Vir  intentions. 

la  the  name,  and  by  the  order  of  the  Committee. 
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No.  IV. 

r 

A  Letter  of  Thanks,  addreffed  by  the  London  Correfponding  Society 
to  Philip  Francis,  Efa.  M.  P.  for  his  able  Speech  in  Parliament 
on  the  \oth  of  April,  1 793,  upon  the  Stockbridge  Election  Billy 
together  with  his  anjwer. — Referred  to  in  p.  355. 

Sir, 

The  Committee  of  Delegates  of  the  London  Correfponding 
Society,  having  perufed  with  confiderable  pleafure  your  truly  pa- 
triotic fpeech  of  the  10th  inftant,  in  favour  of  a  radical  reform 
in  the  reprefentation  of  the  people,  think  it  incumbent  on  them 
as  friends  to  reform,  on  that  broad  bafis  for  which  you  have  fo 
ably  contended,  to  return  you  their  fincereft  thanks,  and  to  ex- 
prefs  their  obligations  for  your  fupport  of  a  caufe  to  which  their 
every  exertion  has  long  been  devoted.  United  as  we  are  upon 
the  nrmeft  and  moft  patriotic  principles,  and  with  the  pureft  of 
all  poffible  intentions,  the  good  of  our  country,  it  gives  us  the 
moft  heartfelt  fatisfa&ion  to  fee  that  thofe  principles  and  thofe 
intentions  are  not  confined  to  ourfelves,  but  that  there  yet  ex- 
ifts  in  the  Britifh  Senate  a  Patriot  who  dares  fpeak  truth  in  the 
caufe  of  his  country,  and  plead  for  the  people  in  the  face  of 
corruption. 

Too  long  has  the  caufe  of  the  people  languished.  Influence^ 
intereft,  or  prejudice  have  precluded  knowledge  from  the  fenate; 
or,  if  not  precluded,  nearly  overpowered.  The  people  have  feert 
with  forrow  their  happinefs  difregarded,  and  their  rights  unde- 
fended ;  the  oppofition  of  political  warfare  has  been  the  effeel: 
of  party,  and  the  exertion  of  ability  had  intereft  for  its  fti- 
mulus. 

Rouzed  from  the  torpor,  the  nation  ljas  at  laft  begun  to  think 
for  itfelfj  (yftems  of  communication  have  been  formed,  and  me- 
diums deviled  to  collect  the  public  voice — mediums  independent 
of  influence  or  corruption.  Such  is  ourfociety;  and  from  that 
fociety  you,  Sir,  are  requefted  to  accept  the  thanks  of  an  obliged 
body  of  men,  which  knows  equally  how  to  value  its  rights,  and 
efteem  the  fupporters.  of  them. 

We  have  but  to  wifh,  that  from  exertions  fo  able,  fo  difinte- 
refted  as  yours,  the  caufe  of  the  people  may  be  impartially  de- 
bated in  Parliament ;'  and  we  truft,  when  that  is  the  cafe,  the 
dillindion  of  party  will  ceafe,  and  a  parliamentary  reform  take 
place  upon  the  general  ground  of  equal  right. 

Should  our  hopes,  in  this  refpedt,  prove  abortive,  it  is  impof- 
fiblc  to  fay  where  nrfty  end  that  fpirit  of  enquiry  which  is  gone 
forth  amonnr  a  people  who  have  not  for^bt  that  they  are  entitled 
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to  freedom,  and  who  cannot  tamely  fee  themfclves  plundered  of 
their  rights.  - 

We  are,  Sir,  with  fincere  refpe&, 

Your  highly  obliged  and.very  humble  fervant^ 
For  the  Committee  of 

The  London  Correfponding  Society,  ^ 

M.  Marcarot,  C haii  man, 
April  2t\  1793.  Thomas  Hardy,  Secretary. 

Philip  Francis,  fcfq. 
Su  James's  Square* 

« 

The  anjwtr. 

Sk  James's  Square,  April  22,  1793. 
Gentlemen, 

I  received  with  great  pleafure  the  favour  of  your  letter,  and 
acknowledge  it  with  many  thanks,  which  I  beg  you  will  exprefe 
for  me  to  the  Committee  of  Delegates  of  your  fociety,  and  to 
the  fociety  at  large. 

With  refpeft  to  a  parliamentary  reform,  the  utmoft  that  can  be 
done  by  a  few  individuals  in  the  Houfc  of  Commons,  and  all  that 
Cran  be  expe&ed  from  them,  is  to  take  everv  favourable  o^cafion 
to  agitate  the  queftion,  and  to  bring  thefuojecl  as  often  as  they 
can  into  public  view  and  difcuffion. 

If  tbe  people  of  this  country  in  general  were  .as  hearty  and 
diligent  as  your  fociety  in  fupporting  the  mcafure  by  declarations 
and  petitions,  I  fhould  have  little  doubt  of  its  fuccefe.  With- 
out that  fupport,  fuccefe  is  impoifibla  On  my  part  you  may  be 
fiire,  that  every  thing  in  my  power  fhall  be  done  to  obtain  iu 

I  am,  Gentleman, 

Your  moft  obedient  bumble  fervant, 

P*  Feancis* 
To  the  Chairman  and  Secretary  of 
"'  the  Committee  of  Delegates  of  the 

London  Cowrcifconding  Society. 
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